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Also, resolutions of Canners’ League of California, favoring
cooperation between Federal and State Governments for rivers,
harbors, and inland waterways development; to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, resolution of Society Sons of Revolution in the State of
California, favoring development of practicable system of na-
tional preparedness.against war; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, resolution of Oakland Chamber of Commerce, favoring
additional appropriations for improvements in eguipment of
Geodetic Survey on Pacific coast; to the Committee on Naval
Affairs.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Petition of Commodore
Council, No. 14, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of
Wakefield, R. I., favoring restriction of immigration; to the
Committee on Tmmigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. LAFEAN : Petition of Travelers' Protective Associa-
tion, in convention at Omaha, Nebr., favoring passage of the
Stevens bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Ogdensburg, Pa.,
relative to increased efficiency and compensation of railroads; to
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of C. H. Anschutz, of Tawas City,
Mich., favoring embargo on munitions; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs. .

By Mr. McLEMORE: Petition of sundry citizens of Hill
County, Tex., against any great increase of taxes for purposes
of preparedness ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of American Neutrality and Peace Convention,
at San Francisco, Cal., favoring an embargo on arms and ammu-
nition : to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MEEKER: Petitions of St. Louis Waiters' Union,
Local No. 20, F. S. Elliott, and Robert J. Fritz, all of St. Louis,
Mo., praying for the passage of the Burnett immigration bill; to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petitions of St. Louis Moving Picture and Projecting
Machine Operators Union, Local No. 143, and Awning Workers’
Union, No. 14667, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of
the Burnett immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

Also, petitions of Journeymen Steamfitters and Helpers, No.
562: International Association of Pile Drivers, Local No. 43;
Future City Lodge, No. 1; Badge and Lodge Paraphernalia
Makers' Union, No. 9136; Soda and Mineral Water Employees’
Union, No. 14797 ; United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Join-
ers, Local No. 1011; World’s Fair Lodge, No. 300; the Order
of Railway Telegraphers, Missouri Pacific Division, No. 81;
G. B. B. Association of United States and Canada, No. 5; In-
ternational Hod Carriers, Local Union No. 284; International
Brotherhood of Bookbinders, Local No, 41 ; Brotherhood Railway
Car Men, Mountain Lodge, No. 19; United Brotherhood of Car-
penters and Joiners, Local No. 45; Brotherhood of Painters,
Decorators, and Paperhangers, No. 204; Journeymen Barbers’
International Union of America, Local No. 102, all of St. Louis,
Mo., praying for the passage of the Burnett immigration bill; to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petitions of William G.
Pettus and others, of Philadelphia, Pa., urging embargo on
munitions of war, ete. ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, memorial of Philadelphia Board of Trade, urging pas-
sage of Senate joint resolution 60 relative to legislation bearing
upon shippers, etc.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. MOTT : Petition of Travelers' Protective Association
of America, favoring law relative to unfair competition; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Louis W. Carlisle Camp, No. 56, United
Spanish War Veterans, of Watertown, favoring preparedness;
to the Committee on Military 5

Also, petition of Louis W. Carlisle Camp, No. 56, United
Spanish War Veterans, of Watertown, N. Y., favoring pensions
for widows:; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. OAKEY : Petition of the Williams & Carleton Co., of
Hartford, Conn., favoring tax on dyestuffs; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial of Admiral Bunce Section, No. 42, Navy
League of the United States, of Hartford, Conn., favorirg pre-
paredness; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY : Memorial of Gorham Manufacturing
Co., of Providence, R, I., favoring increased appropriations for
giovemmental work in Alaska; to the Committee on Appropria-
tions.

Also, memorials of Homer Bleach & Dye Works and Union
Webbing Co., in favor of House bill 702; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, memorials of Rev. Edward R. Evans, Annabel L. Berry,
Sarah J. Eddy, Rhode Island Federation of Labor, and Albert
C. Rider, of Rhode Island, favoring the Keating-Owen bill; to
the Committee on Labor.

Also, memorial of Commodore Perry Council, No. 14, favoring
more strict laws governing admission of foreigners to this
country ; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of E. J. Waters, of Providence, R. I., protesting
against any embargo on arms; to the Committee on Military
Affairs,

Also, petition of Rev, George McClellan Fiske, in favor of the
Keating-Owen bill ; to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. OVERMYER : Petitions of Ludwig Tuler and 24 citi-
zens and J. J. Danch, of Sandusky, Ohio, and German-American
Alliance, of Bellevue, Ohio, favoring tax on dyestuffs; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By AMr. PARKER of New York: Petition of sundry citizens of
the thirty-ninth congressional district of New York, favoring
tax on mail-order houses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SCHALL : Memorial from the business men of Cam-
bridge, Sandstone, Hinckley, Anoka, Braham, Mora, Rush City,
Foreston, Lindstrom, Center City, North Branch, Pine City,
Montrose, Wayzata, Long Lake, Princeton, Excelsior, Hopkins,
St. Bonifacius, Maple Plain, Taylors Falls, Stanchfield, Ogilvie,
Brook Park, Isanti, Rockford, Harris, Delano, Oak Park, Chisago
City, Rock Creek, Buffalo, Annandale, Cokato, Dassel, Howard
Lake, Waverly, Minn,, favoring tax on mail-order houses; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. SOULLY : Petition of Fred Van Brunt and Edward H.
Van Camp, of Long Branch, N, J,, favoring embargo on war
material ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of New Jersey Society Sons of American Revo-
lution, favoring erection of national archives building; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, petition of Daughters of Liberty, Cedar Run, N. T,
favoring passage of Burnett immigration bill; to the Committee
on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of Stockton (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce, rela-
tive to railway-mail pay; to the Commitiee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of New Jersey, favoring pas-
sage of Stevens-Ayres bill; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. SNELL: Memorial of Ogdensburg Chamber of Com-
merce, relative to raillway-mail pay; to the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. STINESS: Petition of Commodore Perry Council,
No. 14, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Wakefield,
Pa., favoring restriction of immigration; to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of Ancient Order of Hibernians in America,
favoring House resolution, granting the erection of a monument
121 Arlington Cemetery to the nuns of the battle field; to the
Committee on the Library.

Also, papers to accompany House bill 4624, granting an in-
crease of pension to George H. Naylor; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Ohio: Petition of Walsh Paper Co.,
Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio, favoring tax on dyestuffs; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Petition of K. 8. Ramsett,
Fingal, N. Dak., and 272 other merchants, favoring Stevens bill ;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

SENATE.

SaTuroay, January 29, 1916.

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, we pray Thy blessing upon these Thy servants
whom Thou hast in Thy providence placed in positions of great
responsibility and power. There is no phase of the work com-
mitted to their hands that does not pertain to the interests of
the larger life and of the higher kingdom. Thou hast a purpose
and a plan in all that Thou dost require at the hands of this
honorable Senate.

O God, give that elearness of discernment, that calmness of
thought, that evenness of temperament, that likeness to Christ
to Thy servants that they may well perform the duties com-
mitted to them, and that each day they may enjoy the blessed
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satisfaction of having given something of their lives to the
advancement of the interests of humanity and the extension of
the kingdom of God. For Christ's sake. Amen.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
J LIST OF CLAIME (8. DOC. NO. 265).

The VIOCE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
eation from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting,
pursnant to the order of the court, a list of cases referred to
the Court of Claims by the United States Senate, which cases
were dismissed by the court under the act of March 4, 1915,
ete.,, which, with the aeccompanying papers, was referred to the
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. 0. South,
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the fol-
lowing bills and joint reselution, in which it requested the con-
currence of the Senate: 7

H. R. 2180. An act for the relief of Albert Greenlaw;

- H.R.2288. An act for the relief of Thomas R. Mason;

H. R. 4530. An act for the relief of Michael F. O'Hare;

H. R. 5835. An act for the relief of James Stanton;

H. R.7248. An act for the relief of the United States Drain-
age & Irrigation Co.;

H. R. 8318. An act for the relief of De Barbieri & Co,, of Val-
paraiso, Chile; and

H. J. Res. 95. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
the Navy to receive for instruction at the United States Naval
Academy at Annapolis Mr. Carlos Hevia y Reyes Gavilin, a
citizen of Cuba.

PETITIORS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. FLETCHER. I t resolutions adopted by the Jack-
sonville (Fla.) Branch of the National Security League, which
T ask may be printed in the Recomp and referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

Whereas Article IV, section 4, of the Federal Constifution provides
“that the United Ehmmﬁmmmtom State in the Union
?nrep}mugm form of government and shall proteet each of them from

vasion ” ; and

‘Whereas statements in the annual reports of the Secretary of War

of the Navy, and in the reports of the and naval
heads departments ded thereto prove that the defense of
this country are inadequate and would be ineffective in the event of

‘Whereas an attack waged a an, of the United States would
beteltﬂthcqudWaﬂ’ %uensoftheﬂniudautenon
u ES 0

ties, etc the need
men rmi an army of defense from each State in the

ore be 1
es B illc Branch. of the Nadional Security League
in conference as follows, to wit:
First. We favor such an increase in our Navy that it will be sacond
to none In the world and one that will demand the mct of all nations
ent to maintain

I
Union : There
lved by the Jaek

cond. We favor a subs increase of our Army.
Third. We favor sufficlent a tions to place our National
Guard on a prop mal-pay and provide for am instruction
for these velunteer forces; as it is our bellef that through the

Natlonal Guard is it ]gosetb‘ia to train a citizen army in of peace.
Fourth. We favor the organization of cadet companies, as contem-
plated in the War Department bill now under consideration, and & corps
°§ cleedtim officers who can supply the needs of a volunteer army in time
of need.
Fifth. We also favor the holding of student eamps as conducted by
the War t last i
Be it f resolved. t & copy of these resolutions be forwarded
to each Senator and Hepresentative in the Congress of the United
States from Florida and A tiv be requested by the chair-
this faver and sup-

man of branch of the Na to

ﬁ_ort the increased appropriations of C ess to establish an efficlent

&:dvyﬂand and a National Guard and officer corps along the lines
ews

expressed.
I that i tru £
mﬁéﬁo, fsuit.“ foregoing is z. e copy of resolutions adopted
<3 CROMWELL GIBBONS,
Chairman Jacksonville ﬂ}m: Branch
National Beourity

Attest :

ErNEST METCALFE, Secretary.

Mr. GRONNA. I present resolutions adopted by the Burleigh
County Farmers’ Union, In convention assembled at Bismarck,
N. Dak., against an increase in armaments. I ask that the reso-
lutions be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:
Resolutions adopted by the Burl

County Farmers’” Union, in
?uiterly convention assembled a Bi.mgk, N. Dak., Dec:mber t]?ll.':

91
Wior war expenscs, & burden that Is already 00 Beavy to De boras by
or war ses, 8 ea rne
the prod;:&? classes without protest: Now, therefovr%. be it y

Resolved, That we demand economy in all appropriations made by
Congress, and that we are especially ?pom to any great increase in
tures for the Army and Navy, but approve a reasonable eutlay
t submarines and other u:gencien proved by recent
ce to be effective for that 3 be it further

mﬁ

and to any our military system mpulso:

service ; nntfe be it i

, That we demand that our Semators and

their votes and influence to prevent the appropriation of any \mmngg
able amount of money for war ess and ¥ and Navy
creases, We demand that Congress redeem all es made to
farmers and proceed at once to enact a rural credits law, a law
gambling in produce options on boards of trade, a law providing fo!
natio stan 8 for grain grading and inspection, and a law creatin,

a national bureau of markets, all of which were indorsed by the nati
mgmﬁo‘:} bc;ri%hs Farmers' Unlen at Lincoln, Nebr,, unrﬂep'bsm. ber
; an
Resgolved, That ies of these resolutions be sent to each
tors and _— tatives in Co <

Sena ngress from North Dakota i E
loeal papers of Burl County, N. Dak., for publicatien, !;ﬁd tl?a.t
copy spread upon

e minutes of this meeting.

) : AR Kuigi'ln,
Committee on Resolutiona.

Submitted by C. ¥. Lindsey, secretary-treasurer, Regan, N. Dak.

Mr. GRONNA presented the memorial of Nick Thinnes, of
Rock Lake, N. Dak., remonstrating against an increase in arma-
ments, which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs,

He also presented a petition adopted by the American Neu-
trality and Peace Convention, held at San Francisco, Cal., pray-
ing for an investigation by Co of alleged violations of
neutrality, which was referred the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

Mr., KENYON presented memorials of sundry citizens of
Sigourney, Iowa, remonstrating against the enactment of legis-
lation limiting the free use of the mails, which were referred to
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. STERLING presented a memorial of the Commercial
Club of Huron, S. Dak., remonstrating against a tax on gasoline,
which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. LIPPITT presented a petition of Fred L. Sayles Co., of
Pascoag, R. I, praying for the imposition of a tax on dyestuffs,
which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

REPORT ON WATER-POWER DEVELOPMENT.

Mr. FLETOHER. I present a resolution, being a favorable
report from the Committee on Printing, and I should like to ask
unanimous consent for its immediate consideration.

The VIOH PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read.

The resolution (8. Res. 8T7) was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the entitled “ Hlectric Power Development in
the United States and tration in its Ownership and Control,”
transmitted to the Senate by the Secre of Agriculture on January
20, 19186, in response to Senate resolution No. 544, Sixty-third Congress,
be printed as & Senate document, together with accompanying tables
and illustrations.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida asks
imttlmlmous consent for the present consideration of the reso-
ution.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, before unanimous consent is
given I desire to call the attention of the Senate to certain
public doeuments that have been printed covering the subject
matter of this report.

In the first place, I wish to say that it will cost the Govern-
ment for printing this document some twenty-odd thousand
dollars. The information it contains, which is claimed will
be used in the discussion of the water-power bill, has bheen
printed many times, either in this body or in the House of
Representatives; volume after volume has been printed and
reprinted.

I noticed in the Hvening Star of January 26, 1916, the fol-
lowing statement :

. Gifford Pinch president of the National Conservation Association,
ork, has made public through the Washington office

of the association in the Munsey Build a statement dra atten~
tion to the report on water power mdeuég the Senate by the Sgcretary

of Agriculture.

Mr. Pinchot says that the report, which charges that a mono]ﬁli of
control of water powers and water-power sites exists in the ted
States, establishes every contentlon as to the water-power situation
made by the conservation association. I

“ On. January 20, Mr. Pinchot mg:nin bhis statement, ‘' Secretary
Houston's report was referred to the te Committee on Printing.

“ There is grave danger that its publication will be held up until too
late to affect legislation now before Congress. The revelations of the
report as to the growth of monopoly in water power and the facts as to
development are so o the water-power interests that serious

t
efforts will be made to smother it.”
Now, Mr. President, what are the facts in relation to this
matter?
On January 20, 1916, the Senate referred the report to the
Committee on Printing.
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On January 21, 1916, the report was received by the com-
mittee from the Secretary of the Senate.

On January 21, 1916, the report was referred to the Public
Printer for an estimate, as required by law. The committee
could not act npon it until it had that estimate.

On January 25, 1916, there was a meeting of the committee
called to consider printing the report, but it was postponed until
January 28, as a quorum could not attend. TFurthermore, the
Public Printer had not completed his estimate as to the cost of
printing the reporf, and it was not in the possession of the
committee.

On January 27, 1916, the estimate was received from the
Public Printer. The delay in submitting the estimate was due
to the fact that the report contains 220 lithographic plates, on
which the Publie Printer had to obtain quotations from private
contractors before completing the estimate.

On January 28, 1916, a meeting of the committee was called
for 10 a. m. to consider the printing of the report.

This morning, Mr. President, a report was made by the chair-
man of the committee and unanimous consent is asked that the
report be printed.

I call this to the attention of the ‘Senate owing to the fact
that this same bulldozing method has been going on for years
from this same source whenever one of their pet schemes is
before Congress, and I think the public ought to know it, Mr.
President.

As far as I am concerned, if the Government of the United
States wants to virtually throw $21,000 away, let us order the
report printed; but when I stop to consider that volume after
volume has been printed upon this same subject, with cuts and
diagrams and all the information that will ever be referred to
in the consideration of the water-power bill, not printed once
but has been printed many times——

Mr. THOMAS, Mr. President—

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield
to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. SMOOT. I do.

Mr. THOMAS. I suppose the Senator refers fo the official pub-
lications upon the subject. Is it not also true that this same in-
formation has been printed on many occasions in magazines and
newspapers of the country?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes, of course; but what I am speaking of now
are official documents paid for by the Government.

Mr. THOMAS. But I wanted to emphasize another side of the
situation, so that the Senate might understand that this informa-
tion has been given to the public from private and official sources
time after time within the last five or six years.

Mr. SMOOT. There is no guestion about it, Mr. President.

In this connection I wish to call attention to the fact that Mr.,
Pinchot bases his fear of the report not being printed upon the
statement that the men who are opposed to conservation will
prevent it. There is no basis of fact for this fear. The power
bill is not conservation legislation, but legislation which robs
the State of its water and gives the control of it into the hands
of a bureau here at Washington, Mr, Pinchot claims that those
opposed to the passage of the power bill are fearful that the in-
formation contained in this report, if printed, would show the
power companies and water-power sites of the country in the
hands of a monopoly, and, if so, their whole contention would be
swept aside.

Mr. President, I wish to say that it is conceded by those who
have studied the question and know the nature of the business
that the most efficient and cheapest service can be rendered the

_ people of any community or of any State by the concentration of
small powers into one great unit. It is impossible to serve a
community or a State or States, for that matter, and have a large
number of small, insignificant units of power. But everyone, Mr.
President, admits that when this great unit is established it
should be controlled by the publiec utility commission of the State
in which the plant is located. The price of power must be and is
controlled ; the distribution of power is and must be controlled
by these commissions. Laws in virtually all the States have
been—and, no doubt, will be—passed for this purpose, and there
can be no harm come to the people of the United States in having
electric energy centered in great power companies that ean fur-
nish service efficiently, cheaply, and promptly, but under the
supervision of the commissions of the States.

Mr. President, I wish to insert as a part of my remarks an
editorial from the San Francisco Chronicle of January 22,
1916, upon this very question. It is short:

“ CONTROL "' OF WATER POWER—A CONTROL WHICH PREVEXTS UTILIZATION
IS XOT TO BE DESIRED.
The Secretary of Agriculture is one of the

bers of the President's
Cabinet who is reputed to possess intellectual strength.

He certainly

does not, and presumably can not escape from the blight influence
of the university environment from which he was taken and which in-
capacitates all who are long subjected to it for any useful service in
the direction of affairs,

In his report on the water power of the Nation Becretary Houston
shows his university-bred fear of * monopoly " of water power in his
comment on the situation, which he finds to be that more than half
the water power now utilized is in control of 18 corporations and one-

quarter in the control of 6,

The fact is that all sources of water power which can be united by
connecting wires ought to be united and under single control. In no
other way can temporary deficiencles in one section 80 promptly and
economically supplemented from surpluses in other sectlons.

If unbelievers are not satisfied with the authority of the Chronicle
and their own common sense, we respectfully refer them to Gifford
Pinchot, whose authority no uplifter will deny, and who is a sturdy
supporter of this view of the case. ¥

ut Secretary Houston, who, had he developed in a more favorable
environment, would have quite probably become a vigorous man o
affairs, cl:mnkes and shudders at the university-created bogle of
“ monopoly.”

An unrestrained monopoly of a necessity would, of course, suck the
lifeblood out of any community which It could get at; but when the
price of service is fixed by the people served, the situation is reversed,
and the danger is that the community will suck the lifeblood out of
the monopolles.

8, in fact, the danger which threatens the American monop-
olies to-day.

As, however, the votes of the ignorant greatly outnumber the votes

of the wise, Congress legislates to placate ignorance rather than

wisdom, with the inevitable result. Ignoring the natlonal obligation to
the States, it has so;:gislnted that no new hydroelectric power what-
ever Is being develo on the public domain, and the monopolists
which so terrify Secretary Houston are thereby protected in thelr
monopo! such as it is.

As t result is now too obvious to be ignored, even by universi

rofessors and Congressmen, a new law is belng engineered thro

ngress intended to make it mbie to conserve some of our coal and
oll by the substitution of hy lectric power. Whether it will bave
that result will only be known when possible investors have studied
the bill as finally e

If development follows, even on a trifiing scale, the administration
will shout that it has unlocked the sources of hydroelectric power,
trusting that the people will forget that there would have been no
occaston for unlocking if the same people had not previously locked,
barred, and barricaded the same sources which they now ask credit
for turning loose,

I wish to say to the Senator from Florida that Mr. Gifford
Pinchot has admitted that public-service corporations for the
distribution of electric power are more effective and can give
better and cheaper power to the people in a single large unit
than in many small ones, but that it ought to be regulated by
gome power other than its own officers no one disputes.

Mr. President, there are a mass of illustrations, 220 of them,
in this report that will have to be lithographed. The cost of
printing as provided in the committee report is over $20,000.
This is only for a limited number of copies, 1,345 in all, and
under the law the printed report will have to go first, 220 to the
Senate, 300 to the House, 500 to depository libraries of the
United States, and balance to departments, and so forth. The
distribution gives each Senator two and hardly one to each
Representative in Congress.

I warn you if this is ordered printed it will be only the begin-
ning of the expense to the Government of the United States.

However, I wish to say if the printing of the report would
assist any Senator in determining how his vote should be cast
upon the water-power hill, I would not say one word about the
expense. Not one change in the bill will be made by the print-
ing of the report.

Now, Mr. President, I shall say no more. I shall not interpose
an objection at this time to the present consideration of the
resolution. If the Senate wants to vote for the expenditure of
money in this way, well and good ; I have done my duty in call-
ing the attention of the Senate to it. I want the Senate to vote
upon it

The VICE PRESIDENT. 1Is there objection to the present
consideration of the resolution?

Mr. SHAFROTH. 1 should like to ask the Senator from
Tlorida a question before that is put. What is the estimate
of the cost of the publication of this report without the illus-
trations?

Mr. FLETCHER. I have not an estimate of the cost without
the illustrations.

There is this about it, I will say to the Senator. This report
was made by the Secretary of Agriculture, but it was the work
of the TForest Service, the chief engineer, Mr. Merrill, having
compiled it, as he had done the work of collecting the data in
pursuance of a resolution offered by the Senator from Idaho
[Mr. Boram] last year. There have been some six or eight
months' hard work put upon the preparation of the data. It
probably cost the department twice as much as $20,000 in actual
expense. It is regarded as the most complete compilation of
data on the subject of water-power development throughout the
whole country, covering all the United States, that has ever been
gotten together. The report is made in pursunaunce of that reso-
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lution calling upon the Department of Agriculture to collect the
data and perform this service and make these estimates and
furnish the information to Congress.

The report was referred to the Committee on Printing, as the
Senator from Utah very properly has said, on the 20th of this
month. There has been no delay, and there has been no excuse
for anyone to suggest a criticism of delay in action on the part
of the committee or anyone else, because as fast as we could
we obtained what it was required by the law that we should
obtain, an estimate of the cost, before we made a report upon
the resolution. That estimate came in but a day or so ago, and
this morning I have been authorized by the committee to make
this report.

The estimated cost is $20,003.06. That includes, of course—
and there was a delay perhaps of a day in getting that estimate,
because we had to call upon outside parties to make the estimate
on the lithographiec work, which the Public Printer himself did
not have in hand—the maps and drawings, some of which are
colored, but they are an important part of the report. I would
not think it advisable to print this report without those, because
they explain and illustrate it. To print the volume of type-
written material I should think would not probably cost over
one-tenth that amount, or somewhere in that neighborhood.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I have no doubt the com-
mittee has acted very promptly in the matter, and I should like
very much for the report to be printed were it not for the fact
that the illustrations are so costly. If the illustrations are to
cost $18,000 and the printed matter is to cost but $2,000, I very
much doubt the expediency of publishing both. I should be
glad, however, to have all the typewritten matter published.

Mr. FLETCHER. I can not say that that difference would
exist. I have not the material before me for separating the
estimate. The estimate furnished to the committee was that
the cost would be $20,9038.06 to print the material as a public
document, which wonld give about 1,345 coples, as I recall.

It is a very important document; there is nothing more im-
portant to this country, in my judgment, than the proper develop-
ment of that great resource—the water power of the country.
This covers the whole United States, the information has been
carefully gathered, at enormous expense and outlay of time and
effort, and I think the report ought to be printed.

Mr., STONE, May I interrupt the Senator?

Mr. FLETOHER, g

Mr. STONE. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] a moment
ago stated that substantially all the matter embraced in this
proposed print had already been published. I should like to
know whether the Senator from Florida agrees to that state-
ment?

Mr. FLETCHER. No.

Mr. STONE. If it be true, what is the need of multiplying
these publications, at very great expense?

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator from Utah is in error about
that, I am quite sure. There were hearings before the Publie
Lands Committee in 1914, I think, and some of those hearings
were printed as late as two years ago; but I am sure that this
material is not embodied in those hearings. I am quite positive
that the material here offered to be printed is down to date,
is new, and while, of course, the hearings may have in a general
way gone into this question, by no means has this material ever
before been printed.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN,. Mr, President——

Mr. SMOOT. I desire to say in answer to the Senator from
Florida with reference——

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I should like to ask a question. Who
is recognized, Mr. President?

The VIOE PRESIDENT. The Chair recognized nobody, as
for a good long time the Senate has been taking charge of itself.
The Chair will, however, ask the Senator from Florida whether
he will yield to the Senator from Oregon?

. Mr. FLETCHER. I will.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I thought the Senator from Florida
had concluded, and I desired to be heard for a moment on this
matter.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida
yield to the Senator from Oregon?

Mr. FLETCHER. If the Senator desires to interrupt, I am
perfectly willing to have him proceed.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I thought the Senator had finished,
and I desired to be heard for a moment.,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The colloquy was golng on, and
the Chair was not interfering.

Mr. SMOOT, Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Floridd
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. FLETCHER. I do.

Mr, SMOOT. I simply desire to correct the statement made by
the Senator from Florida, based upon the question asked by
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. StoxE].

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I am interested in this propo-
sition, and I can not hear the debate.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Missouri asked a question
as to whether practically all of the information contained in
the report now proposed to be printed had not already been
printed, basing that question upon a statement that T had made.

I want to say to the Senator from Missouri that the illus-
trations have not been printed. All, no doubt, will remember
that when that report was presented to the Senate there was
a stack of illustrations at least 1 foot high and, I should judge,
2 feet wide and about 2 feet 6 inches long. This is what I
did say: That every question that is involved in the passage
of the so-called Ferris power bill that is now upon the Senate
Calendar has been discussed before the Committee on Public
Lands of the Senate and also before the commitiee of the
House of Representatives. I have in my hand one of the three
volumes of the hearings that were held one year ago, where every
phase of the present bill now on the calendar was discussed ; and
the hearings are to-day in printed form.

Not only that, Mr. President, but any Senator who will take
the volumes and look through them will find illustrations as to
many of the contested points. I do not want it understood, how=
ever, that the published reports of the proceedings of the com-
mittee contain all the vast number of illustrations submitted
with this report. There are 220 of them, and the Government
Printing Office had to send out for bids for the lithographing of
those exhibits before it could submit the estimated cost of the
report. ; .

I want to say that so far as the information is concerned
that is contained in the report, if it had not been printed before,
by all means print it; I would not hesitate a moment to advocate
doing so. My only contention is, that so long as we have this
information, and all that will ever be referred to in the con-
slderation of the power bill which is now upon the calendar,
and all that has been referred to by Mr. Pinchot not only in
this body, but in the other House as well, it seems to me like

| & useless expenditure of public money to now print this report

with the illustrations.

Mr. FLETCHER, I am quite sure that, although there have
been hearings, as the Senator from Utah has stated, there are
drawings, illustrations, maps, plats, and other data

| diagrams,
collected and submitted with this report, which constitute a very

important part of it; and without them, mere statements such
as would be brought out in hearings would not properly give
the information as to what is contained in this report.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida
yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. FLETCHER. I have nothing further to say.

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the Senator a question before
he leaves the floor.

Mr. FLETCHER. Very well.

Mr. NORRIS. Is it not true that this report comes before
the Senate In answer to a resolution passed by the Senate?

Mr. FLETCHER. I have just so stated.

Mr. NORRIS. I did not hear the Senator, and I have come
over on his side of the Chamber in order that I might hear
him. If I have the right idea, this report comes before us now
because we ordered the work which it embodies to be done and
t.h(:;éacts contained in it to be gathered?

: R. Precisely.

Mr, NORRIS. And those facts and that information were
gathered in pursuance of our order; they are ready to be pub-
lished; and unless they are published, we can get no benefit
from the research and work that has been done up to this time?

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator from Nebraska is entirely
right; and, as I have already said, it has cost the Government
to gather the data and information contained in the report
many times more than the printing will cost. I think it is very
important to print it.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I wish to say just a word. If I
remember correctly, this report was made in response to a
resolution which I had the honor to submit to the Senate,
and I judge it contains a great deal of very important informa-
tion. I do not construe the information which it contains as
it has been construed by others, but I am satisfied that it con-
tains information which would be interesting to those who
may wish to discuss this question from any standpoint,

I am not able to confirm what has been said by the Senator
from Utah [Mr. Smoor] that all this information is to be found
elsewhere, because I have not had time to look fully into this
report, as I have been endeavoring to do, but, from conversa-
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tions which I have had with those who seem to know its con-
tents, I think it a very valuable report. Does any Senator
know about what it will cost to print it?

Mr. SMOOT. It will cost $21,000 to print it as a public docu-
ment providing for 1,345 copies, of which 220 will go to the
Senate, 350 to the House, and 500 to depositary libraries of the
country. There will be two for each Senator and nearly one
for each Member of the House.

AMr. FLETCHER. T find, Mr. President, if the Senator will
allow me to answer that question and also the question sub-
mitted by the Senator from Colorado, which I was unable to
answer a moment ago, that the cost of printing the text without
the illustrations, plats, maps, and so forth, will be $7,832.24.
The total cost of printing the whole thing—and the illustrations
arve so involved with the text as to make it almost useless to
print the text without the illustrations—will be $20,903.06.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the amount which has been
suggested seems a large one to incur in the printing of a docu-
ment, but the subject with which we are dealing involves not
only thousands, but hundreds of thousands and millions of dol-
lars; and, in addition to that, in my judgment, it involves other
questions of more moment to this country than the mere guestion
of dollars and cents. I am very anxious myself to have the
information that this report is supposed to contain. There can
be no exaggeration as to the importance of the subject with
which we are soon to deal and concerning which this report
is made, and I feel that this information ought to be at our

disposal.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I should like to call the
attention of the Senator to the fact that the printing of the
llustrations constitutes almost two-thirds of the total cost. I
have never seen any great information derived from illustra-
tions. It seems to me that if we could print the text and omit
the illustrations we would get all the information that is de-
sired and save the Government about $13,000 or $14,000.

What I was Inquiring of the Senator from Florida was
whether or not that could not be done and what amount of sav-
ing it would involve. As I have said, people do not acquire in-
formation to any great extent from illustrations, unless they
contemplate construction work; but if they simply desire to
get information on the subject intended to be covered by the
resolution, namely, the desirability or undesirability.of enacting
the kind of legislation proposed, it seems to me it would be
well to omit the illustrations and thereby save the Government
that amount of money.

Mr., SMOOT. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator from
Florida that, so far as I am personally concerned, if the report
is to be printed, it ought to be printed with the illustrations,

_and for this reason: The substance of the repori—that is, the
testimony—has already been printed time and time again, but
it has not been printed with all of the illustraticas.

This information, Mr. President, I will say to the Senator
from Idaho and also to the Senator from Florida, was not col-
lected in answer to the resolution of the Senator from Idaho.
The information was all collccted before the resolution was
introduced ; and, of course, all the expense incurred by the
Government in the collection of the material was incurred be-
fore the resolution was introduced. I will further say to the
Senator that I know that to be true, because we had the subject
before the Public Lands Committee, and Mr. Merrill, who col-
lected the information, appeared before the committee day after
day and had the information to submit to the committee at
that time.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, there is one thing I want to
say, namely, that I am not afraid of this report——

Mr. SMOOT. Nor am I.

Mr. BORAH. Because of the fact that it establishes the
existence of a monopoly. If that fact is established, I want to
make further inquiry as to why it is permitted to continue; and
I shall be able to demonstrate, to my satisfaction at least, that
this present bill will not discontinue it. I think it is worth
while for us to know all that can be known about this subject.
If there is a monopoly of water-power sites and of water
development, and this report proves it, we shall be ready to call
upon some one to proceed to get rid of this monopoly, if it is
monopoly we fear., There has been muck said by the advocates
of the Ferris bill that one of its virtues is to prevent monopoly.
There is a more effective way to get rid of monopoly, if it exists,
and I want to know some of the present conditions as to
monopoly.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield
to the Senator from Florida?

Mr. BORAH, Yes.

Mr. FLETCHER. I thought the Senator was through, but
perhaps he will let me interrupt him long enough to say fur-
ther that I have a letter from the chairman of the Committee
on the Public Lands of the House, Mr. Scorr FERrrIs, in which
he says:

As you doubtless recall, Henator Borin Introduced a resolution last
year mlling for the compllation of certain data with reference to water-
power development.

Mr. 0. C. Merrill, chief engineer, Department of Agriculture, Forest
Service, has made a compilation which, to my mind, is the greatest
thing ever had on the subject. He was good enough to let us have part
of the data to help us in handling our water-power legislation in the
House, and everyone who has observed it all is delighted with it.

I want to urge you, if I may, to have the data printed.

Then he proceeds to specify that he would like to have the
text of the report at once for use, the other portion to follow.
That is the request coming from the other body as to the printing
of this material; and, without going into the question of legisla-
tion on the subject at all, it is simply a question about what we
will do with this report. I do not know how far we may have
to go in connection with legislation.

Mr. BORAH. I think the report ought to be printed.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I do not know that I would
object to the publication of the report if the illustrations were
excluded. At the same time, so far as I can estimate its worth
from what has been said about it, it seems to me its purpose is
to establish what I think every man who has given much atten-
tion to the subjeet knows to be the fact, and that is the existence
of a monopoly in the water-power development of the country.
That such a monopoly exists is, in my judgment, beyond all
question. The subject matter of the business is a natural
monopoly, and, that being so, in my judgment, in view of mate-

rial and industrial conditions, we might as well try to interfere

with the operation of the law of gravitation as to interfere with
the law of monopoly as applying to such & great subject as the
question of the development and distribution of hydroelectric
power. It is here; it has been here for a long time; and all the
reports on earth, I do not think, will change that fact, nor will
any legislation such as has been proposed affect it very much, if
at all. So long as the business is permitted to be a private one—
that is to say, one which is developed, owned, and operated hy
private interests—just so long the monopoly will continue,

The action of the Government in the proposed water-power
bill, instead of interfering with, preventing, modifying, or de-
stroying existing conditions, will simply add to them. The only
possible remedy—and I think the public will realize it at some
time—is in the public ownership of the development and dis-
tribution of electric power.

I do not think it requires a lot of illustrations to demonstrate
the existence of the conditions to which the report pertains; but,
at the same time, if it is desired by the Senate to print it, I am
perfectly willing to see it done, provided that the illustrations,
which seem to me entirely beside the purpose, are eliminated.
I can not conceive what purpose the illustrations can subserve,
except to secure, perhaps, a wider distribution of the document.
A great many books in these days -which are not worth printing
receive quite a circulation because of the fact that they are
handsomely illustrated. We are illustrating too many of these
reports. So far as one particular report is concerned, the ex-
pense to the Government is comparatively nominal, but when
duplicated and reduplicated and multiplied time after time, as
is always the case when precedents are set, we are rapidly
reaching the time when reports and documents published by
official authority will be more attractive and perhaps more
useful by reason of the illustrations they contain than by reason
of the printed matter they contain.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I think the report ought
to be printed, so that we can see what it contains. Undoubtedly
the substantive part of it would be as valuable without the
illustrations as it would be with the illustrations. It might not
be as interesting, but perhaps it would be as valuable.

The admitted existence of a national water-power monopoly
does not remove the difficulty of deciding the form of legislation
in regard to further grants of water powers. Suppose there is
a national monopoly ; the methods of its formation and control,
to what extent it has developed power already in private hands
will all be elucidated by this report.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator
to say that these illustrations are not pictures? They are maps
and drawings and plans, which are so connected with the text
that it would not be understood without the illustrations. They
are not merely photographie pictures.

..Mr. POINDEXTER. Of course, we can not pass any judg-
ment upon the comparative value of the illustrations until we
see them, and, not being printed, we have no practical oppor-
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tunity to see them; but I should like to ask the Senator upon
what he bases his estimate of the cost of this publication.

Mr.. FLETCHER. The law requires the committee to obtain
an estimate of the cost, and that is done through the Publie
Printer. The Public Printer has been obliged to get estimates
outside of his office, because some of this work can not be done
in his office; and the estimate we have is furnished to us by the
Public Printer. He has made the inquiry and obtained the
information.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Has the Senator any estimate of the
cost of printing that part of the report, outside of the illustra-
tions?

Mr. FLETCHER. We have estimates as to both and as to all.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President—

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washington
yield to the Senator from Alabama?

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield to the Senator from Alabama.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I simply wanted to ask the Senator from
Florida a question. I should like to ask him if he has any in-
formation or any estimate as to the time that would be required
to get out this publication with these illustrations—how long it
would take?

Mr. FLETCHER. I have no definite information as to that.
Of course, the text can be printed within a very short time.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I am not asking about the text. I have
an idea about that. What I should like to know, Mr. President,
is about how long it would take to publish this document with
the illustrations included? I have had some experience along
that line, and I have an idea that it will not be completed until
three or four or perhaps five months, when all the legislation
intended to be affected by it will have passed, if it should be
passed at this session of Congr

Mr. FLETCHER. My lnformatioa is that all of it can be
done inside of a month.

Mr. BANKHEAD.  How does the Senator get that informa-
tion? From the department?

Mr. FLETCHER. From the Printing Office.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I have noticed a great
number of reports in which the maps were printed in a sepa-
rate volume from the text of the report and could be considered
as a separate proposition. YWhen we see the text of the report
we can then determine with some degree of intelligence the
importance of the maps and appendices, and for that purpose,
if for no other reason, that portion of the report ought to be
printed.

Now, as to the cost of this. I suppose the Senator estimates
the salaries of the employees in the Printing Office, the cost of
maintaining the Printing Office, and so forth. All of that is an
overhead charge which goes on just the same, whether this
report is printed or not.

So far as the existence of a monopoly is concerned, and
whether or not this report shows the existence of a monopoly,
the question which will have to be determined in the passage
of water-power legislation is what we are going to do about it
if it is admitted that there is such a monopoly, whether or not
the Federal Government is going to reserve some regulative
control over the combination. There is an intermediate ground
before we reach Government ownership. We are not necessarily
going in one step to Government development and ownership of
water power, which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. THoAAS]
says is the only alternative to private monopoly. That is a
question that is involved in the bill which is coming up when
the Philippine bill is disposed of.

This report undoubtedly is the result of a considerable ex-
penditure of money in obtaining the facts which compose it, and
it is perfectly useless unless it is printed. I have seen in the
Literary Digest, for instance, advertisements of the General
Electric Co., advertising for sale electric power in Spokane,
Wash. ; in Baltimore, Md.; in Washington, D. O.; and in every
important city in the United States and Canada. That is con-
clusive proof of the existence of some central control over this
kind of power. But the mere admission of this does not solve
the problem. There are other questions to be decided, and the
detailed information and conclusions contained in this report
will throw light upen them.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, I hope this report will
be printed. The Senate on this occasion, as it has been on a
number of other occasions, is penny-wise and pound-foolish.
Here is a report which is made pursuant to a resolution hereto-
fore adopted by the Senate that will cost the Government some-
thing like $20,000. The procurement of the information has
cost more; and yet, ns has been said by the distingnished Sena-
tor from Idaho [Mr. Borau], it involves a subject that is worth

millions of dollars, and I may say billions of dollars, to this
country ; and we hesitate now to print the data that have been
secured r.md that can be made available and used when we come
to the consideration of the Ferris bill and other measures affect-
ing water power.

A water-power conference was held in my city a few months
ago. That conference adopted a set of resolutions in oppo-
sition to the so-called Ferris bill. There were differences of
opinion amongst the distinguished gentlemen who attended
that conference with reference to Federal control of water-
power sites and those who favored the acquisition of these
power sites by the States and their control by the States under
the jurisdiction of public utilities commissions. Notwithstand-
ing the adoption of those resolutions af the water-power confer-
ence referred to in opposition to the Ferris bill or anything
like it, or anything like Federal control, the Committee on
Public Lands of the Senate and the Committee on the Public
Lands of the House have reported out practically all that has
been insisted upon with reference to Federal control of water-
power sites.

That is the question involved. It is one that is going to be
discussed here for weeks and months before it is finally dis-
posed of and the issue settled. I assume that the gentlemen
who oppose Federal control, like the distinguished Senator from
Utah and others whom I might name, want information on this
subject, and all that can be availed of. This report gives it all
in such form that it is easily accessible to the Members of the
Senate and those who are interested in the subject.

It is true, as the Senator from Utah has said, that much of
this information has been printed from time to time, but it is
scattered through hundreds of different printed reports and
hearings, and it is physically impossible ever to collate it so
that the Senate can have the benefit of the views of officials
of the Government when we come to consider the bills on the
subject. This report puts it all in such shape that the Senate
can get access to the information in abbreviated form, if that
be possible, The Senator from Utah would say it was not in
abbreviated form, but it is, because the subject is discussed
in thousands of volumes, and there are as many views of it
as it is possible to find views on any subject of interest to the
people of this country.

Mr. President, with reference to the question of monopoly I
agree with the Senator from Idaho. If this report establishes
that the water powers of this country have been monopolized,
then either the Government itself has been derelict in its duty
in not dissolving the monopolies or it ought to be possible for
the Congress of the United States, in the light which will be
furnished by these reports, to find some method of controlling
them. It is the last natural resource that the people have,
the last that has not been disposed of and has not been monopo-
lized in its entirety.

It is to protect the water powers of this country that it is in-
sisted that this report ought to be printed, no matter what it
costs, so that the Senate may determine for itself whether or
not there is a monopoly, whether or not the Government has been
derelict in its duty, and lastly, whether or not, if it has been
derelict in its duty, the Congress of the United States can not
do its duty and find some method for the control of this power.

I hope the Senate is not going to balk at the expenditure of
$20,000 to print a report, with the illustrations that accompany
it, when there is involved in it so much money, and not only
s0 much money but so much of interest to present and to future
generations,

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon
yield to the Senator from Arizona?

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I yield to the Senator from Arizona.

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. In looking over the report of the
hearings before the Committee on Public Lands, which I hold
in my hand, I notice an illustration of the Butte, Anaconda &
Pacific Railway. * Silver Bow Canyon: Freight train, 22 cars;
total weight, 1,200 tons; two 80-ton electric locomotives.” Is
that necessary to give any information?

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Oh, you can not say what is neces-
sary.

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Well, wait; We
have another of the same kind.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Yes; you can pick out things——

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Oh, yes; but if the Senator will
permit me, you might put in any picture you pleased. We are
not issuing an illustrated magazine. I am in favor of printing
this report. I am agreeing with the Senator; but I do not want
these things put in the report that are very expensive and are
of no possible value to anybody on earth.

let us take another.
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Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, there is not any ques-
tion but that there may be material in these reports that would
be useless,

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me
to.say that in the proposed report there are no photographs at
all? Those data do not go in this report. They are not a part
of the report. There are no photographs at all in it.

Mr, SMOOT. Yes, Mr. President; there are. I do not want
the Senator to make such a broad statement as that, because 1
will say that, while most of the illustrations are maps and
diagrams, I am quite sure that the Senator, if he will look
through, will find a few photographs.

Mr. SHAFROTH. What kind of diagrams ahd maps are
they, please?

Mr. SMOOT. I will answer the Senator from Colorado just
as soon as the Senator from Oregon concludes.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President——

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr, President, I should like to know
who has the floor?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is trusting the Senator
from Oregon to take care of himself,

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I have no objection to being inter-
rupted, but I object a little to the general conversation on the
outside while I am trying to say something to the Senate.

p The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon has the
- floor.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. There is not any question, Mr. Presi-
dent, but that some illustrations and some photographs have
been printed in the past, and some may be printed in this report,
that are of little, if any, value; but they are a small proportion
of the whole in the very nature of things. It is a little bit
singular—and I mean no disrespect to my colleagnes when I
say it—that the gentlemen who oppose the Ferris bill or any
sort of Federal control are the gentlemen on the floor of the
Senate who are objecting to the printing of this report.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I do not want the Senator to
get me mixed up with those who favor the Ferris bill.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. The Senator from Idaho is not oppos-
ing the printing of the report?

Mr. BORAH. No. )

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I will say to the Senator that I am
not making any charges, Mr. President; but it is a fact that
the gentlemen who are opposing the printing of this report are
the gentlemen who have stood in opposition to any kind of
Federal control.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon
yield to the Senator from Wyoming?

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I do.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will not the Senator supplement
that statement by saying that Senators who are opposed to the
Ferris bill also are in favor of printing the report?

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I have not heard of any of them yet,
I hope they are.

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I was one of them, Mr. President.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator from Wyoming cer-
tainly is in favor of getting all the information that it is possible
to secure. He has no fear of any information coming before
the Senate or elsewhere. So I hope the Senator will not go into
the merits of the Ferris bill and impute to the opponents of the
bill the motive of wishing to suppress information.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I am glad to know that some of the
Senators who oppose the Ferris bill are favorable to printing
this report.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

The VICE PRESIDENT, Does the Senator from Oregon
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Yes.

Mr SMOOT. So far as I am personally concerned, Mr. Presi-
dent, the only reason why I even suggested that the report be
not printed was from the fact that all of the information con-
tained in the report, with the exception of some of the diagrams,
is in print at present, and has been for the last four or five
years, and I thought it was a duplication of printing.

If the Senator will yield for just a moment further, I want to
say to the Senate that if this report is to be printed I hope all of
it will be printed. I do not believe it would be right to print
just the text of the report and let the diagrams go out.

M.. THOMAS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me for
a moment?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon
yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Yes, sir.

Mr. THOMAS. I am one of the Members of this body who is

opposed to what is called the Government leasing of its domain

or any part of it. Now, it may be that that has something to do
with my opposition to the publication of this report. I think,
however, that the Senator can be charitable enough to assume,
at least, that some of those who desire to have the report printed
are actuated quite as much by their friendship for Government
leasing measures as those who, from a sense of duty, are opposed
to Government leasing measures.

So far as I am concerned, my objection is based on the fact
that this is a proposed expenditure for what seems to me to be
a wholly useless purpose. If the monopoly exists, it is not neces-
sary to illustrate it by diagrams.

Mr. SMOOT, Not at all.

Mr. THOMAS. If it does not exist, diagrams will not estab-
lish that fact. Why should we expend for these, to my mind,
useless illustrations thousands of dollars of the public money,
especially when most of them have been published in other re-
ports and at other times?

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr, President, I want to disclaim any
purpose to question the motives of any Senator. I simply call
attention to the fact; that is all. I atiribute to them the same
purity of purpose and intent as I claim for myself. I simply call
attention to that particular fact.

The Senator from Utah [Mr. Saoor] continues to reiterate
the statement that this matter has all been published in other
documents. Assuming that some of it has been published, it has
been so published that it is impossible of study by the Senate of
the United States as a consecutive whole.

I have been a member of the Public Lands Committee for a
good many years. A witness will come in to the committee
room, Mr. Merrill, for instanee. There are three or four members
of the committee present, and they proceed to interrogate him and
disturb his line of thought. When they have exhausted them-
selves three or four other members of the committee will come
in and exhaust themselves, covering parts of the same subject.
When the witness gets through no man can sit down and in-
telligently arrive at a conclusion as to what the witness menant,
That is the way it is done, and this matter is seattered through
various tomes filled with this and other subjects.

I hope this matter may be printed and brought before the
Senate in answer to the resolution adopted here, so that the
Senate may have before them when they consider the bill all the
information. I wish to say to the Senate now that that bill is
not going to be disposed of in a day. Some one wanted to know
how long it would take to print this report. It does not make
any difference if it takes three months; the bill will probably be
pending before the Senate at that time, and it may not go
through at all. T hope the Senate will print the report.

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I am one of those who are very
strenuously opposing the so-ealled Ferris bill. That is no reason,
however, why I should object to the printing of this report.
I think the Senate ought to be thoroughiy educated on this sub-
ject, and when it is and the whole matter is thoroughly under-
stood I think the Ferris bill will be defeated. I regard it as
one of the most important cases of proposed legislation that will
come before the Senate at the present session. It involves an
entire change of the policy of the Government in dealing with
its public lands. It will amount to an infringement upon the
rights of the States to deal with the flow and use of the waters
within the States. That is an exceedingly serious guestion.

I think, Mr. President, we ought to get all the information we
can upon a matter as important as that, and I certainly do not
object to the publication of this report if it is going to give us
any information that will help us to reach right conclusions
upon that guestion.

So far as the question of monopoly is concerned, Mr. Presi-
dent, of course these streams are being controlled by monopolies
all over the country. Everyone knows that. The Govermment
has been dealing with these monepolies in disposing of the publie
lands for purposes of that kind, and it will coatinue to do so
even if the Ferris bill is passed. In faet, the Ferris bill has no
tendencies, in my judgment, to dissolve monopolies or to hinder
their operations in the future. The Ferris bill does not involve
the question of monopolies, in my judgment, at all.

So this information will be of little profit, so far as the Ferris
bill is concerned, respecting that particular matter; but believ-
ing that we should get all the information we ean on this subject
I am quite favorable to the motion to have the report printed.
I am afraid it will be read by very few Senators, and probably
no one else will read it, but that does not seem to be an objec-
tion to the printing of matter by Congress. Some one may get
some information of value out of the report, and therefore it is
proper the Senate should print it.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I should like to say a word, if
this discussion is going to continue, as I offered the resolution
which seems to have brought forth this report. At the time the
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resolution was offered there was a propaganda going on through-
out the country to the effect that the Ferris bill was designed
and intended to destroy a monopoly of water-power business, I
felt that I should like to know what information there was at
hand with reference to the existence of a monopoly and with
reference to the relationship of some of those who are much in
favor of the Ferris bill in reference to those monopolies. I
therefore introduced the resolution. I am opposed to the Ferris
bill as it is now written.

I merely wished to say this in order that there might not be a
misunderstanding as to my position with reference to the
Ferris bill and also with reference to publishing the report.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I rose merely to say to the
Senator from Florida that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr.
SHieLps] has given notice that upon the conclusion of the bill
now under consideration, the Philippine bill, he will move to
take up the bill on which a report was made by the Committee
on Commerce, It deals with dams across navlgable streams,
and that will involve the consideration, in all probability, of
all these questions. Some of us believe that no other legisiation
coming before Congress transcends in public importance that
measure and the other measure dealing with water power, and
I most sincerely hope that it will be taken up at the conclu-
sion of the consideration of the Philippine bill.

1 gathered, from what the Senator said, that it will be im-

possible to get this report out for use in connection with the
consideration of that measure if it should come up at the time
that has now been suggested. I hope we shall not meet any
objection to the copsideration of that bill at that time- upon
the ground that this particular report is not then before the
hody. I trust that it is not intended to postpone the considera-
tion of those important measures to await the printing of this
report.
Mr. HUGHES. Mr, President, I do not rise as opposing or
defending the motion. I really do not know enough about the
matter to vote for or against it; but it is a question which, it
seems to me, ought to be decided before the measure to which
it relates is considered. I gather from what has been sald
here this morning that in all human probability the expendl-
ture of this $20,000 will not in any way affect the water-power
question. The Senator from Florida states that his information
is to the effect that it will take at least a month. Does any-
one expect to spend a month waiting for the illustrations in
the printed report? Does anyone expect to spend a month
upon the consideration of the water-power bill?

The Senator seems to have great faith In this report and
its effect upon Members of this body. As far as my experience
goes, I am convineed that the illustrations which appear in
that report will not change the views of a single Senator here
with reference to the existence or nonexistence of a monopoly.
I think our experience in other cases will show that such a
question will not be decided by illustrations appearing in publi-
cations. I have yet to see an instance where a Senator had
changed his mind by what was found in illustrations.

This is a considerable item. I do not suppose there is any
severer criticism leveled against this body or the other body
with reference to the wasteful expenditures of public money
than grows out of the continual attempt to publish reports of
one sort or another. Sometimes they are obviously and pal-
pably useless; sometimes they are of doubtful utility.

It would seem to me that we have such a case here. We are
asked to spend $21,000 for the publication of a report. As I
gather the situation from the statements which have been
made here, the report does not come in answer to the resolu-
tion of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borag], but it simply
collates information that was in existence and had been gathered
by the Government long before the Senator from Idaho ten-
dered his resolution., That is my understanding of it. It is
true that the Senator from Idaho offered a resolution, and in
response to that resolution these illustrations and this text ap-
pear, but the information was in the possession of various
agents and officers of the Government long before. It had been
‘laid before the Publie Lands Committee of the Senate, had been
printed in their hearings, had been laid before the correspond-
ing committee on the other side, and had been printed in their
hearings, and, I understand, is easy of access to any man who
is sufficiently interested in the subject.

It seems to me to be rather a doubtful proposition that we
shall spend $21,000 to gather up in convenient form this infor-
mation. Students and advocates of it who have sufficient in-
terest in the subject will go to the various publications and
obtain the information they want. There is no trouble about
that. Other Members who are not interested in the subject will
not read it, no matter how beautiful the illustrations may be,

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Dwoes the Senator from New Jersey
yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. HUGHES. With pleasure.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Can the Senator from New Jersey refer
to any document or source of information showing what pro-
portion of water-power sites in the United States is in private
ownership and giving the names of the companies and corpora-
tions that own and control them?

Mr. HUGHES. The CoxgressioNaL Recorp will show it.
The Senator from Washington said a while ago that the water
power of the country is under the control of the Hydro-Electric
Co., and that it was advertising the sale of hydroelectric power
in Washington, Baltimore, and various cities of the country.
That is probably true. I have no doubt the Senator would not
say that if it was not true. The Senator is convineced ; that fact
of itself is sufficient fo demonstrate something: and all the
illustrations the committees can lay before him will not change
his mind about it.

Mr. POINDEXTER. No; I do not think it will change the
mind of the Senator from New Jersey either, but that is an
entirely different gquestion from the one I asked the Senator.
That is only one phase of this resolution. One question that
will come up in the consideration of the bill is that it is urged
by a great many people that the water powers ought to be de-
veloped and that if a liberal law is passed, when the Govern-
ment relinquishes all the power of regulation to private com-
panies private companies will invest their eapital in these water-
power sites and develop them, and it will add to the prosperity
of the country. It would be guite interesting to know in that
connection what proportion of the water-power sites have al-
ready passed out of the hands of the Government and are in the
hands of private companies without any reserved power of
control or regulation by the Government., Also, it would be
interesting to know what proportion of those privately held
have been developed.

Mr. HUGHES. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Saoor] in-
forms me that he can give the Senator that information in
present publications already paid for by the Government.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, if the Senator from New Jersey
will 'yield—

Mr. HUGHES. 1 yield to the Senator from Utah.

Mr. SMOOT. The question asked by the Senator from Wash-
ington can be answered in detail not only as to the horsepower
that is owned by every company but as to the director of every
company, and not only the director of every company. but show-
ing in how many companies each individual director is, if in
any other power company of the United States, and diagrams
showing the interlocking directorates of the different companies.
All have been printed before, as I stated.

Mr. HUGHES. The Senator from Utah speaks out of the
abundance of his knowledge on this subject. He is a member of
the Committee on Public Lands, as I was at one time. I am
no longer a member of the committee, but I attended a great
many of the hearings, and I know there must be a great pile
of data in the possession of that committee already printed. I
can not think of any possible thing in connection with this whole
question that is not now in print. What I am trying to do is to
save the Government the useless expenditure of $21,000.

Mr, President, I should like to ask what is the parliamentary
status? Is there a motion pending?

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no motion pending. The
Chalr has not yet had an opportunity to ask the Senate whether
it gives unanimous consent for the present consideration of the
resolution. The Chair has been trying to ask that for an hour.
Is there objection to the present consideration of the report?

Mr. HUGHES. I object, Mr. President.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It goes to the calendar.
of committees are in order.

ASSISTANT APPRATSERS OF MERCHANDISE,

Mr. HUGHES, from the Committee on Finance, to which was
referred the bill (8. 2730) to fix the compensation of assistant
appraisers of merchandise, and for other purposes, reported
it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 96) thereon.

GEORGE H. HERVEY.

Mr. FLETCHER. From the Committee on Military Affairs I
report back favorably with amendments the bill (8. 3344) to
authorize George H, Hervey, of Pensacola, Fla., to construct
and operate an electric railway line on the Fort Barrancas
Military Reservation, Fla., and for other purposes, and I submit
a report (No. 95) thereon.

Mr. BRYAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill.

There being no objection, the bill was congidered as in the
Committee of the Whole,

Reports
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The amendments were, in line 6, after the word * military,”
to strike out “reservation” and insert * reservations,” and in
the same line, after the words “ Fort Barrancas,” to insert “ and
Fort McRee,” so as to make the bill read:

B¢ it enacted, ete., That the consent of the United States is hereb
given to George H., Hervey, of Pensacola, Fla., to locate, cons
maintain, and operate a line of electric rallway on the military reserva-
tions of Fort Barrancas and Fort McRee, in Escambia County, State
of Florida, upon such location and under such regulations and condi-
tions as shall be approved by the Secretary of War.

SEc. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
reserved.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

The title was amended o as to read: “A bill to authorize
George H. Hervey, of Pensacola, Fla., to construct and operate
an electrie railway line on the Fort Barrancas and Fort McRee
Military Reservations, Fla., and for other purposes.”

EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER.

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee to Audit and Control
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred
Senate resolution No. 85, to authorize the Committee on Pacific
Islands and Porto Rico to employ a stenographer to take testi-
mony, ete., reported it without amendment, and it was considered
by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on the Pacific Islands and Porto Rico,
or any subcommittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the
Sixty-fourth Congress to empioy a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding
$1 per Blrinted page, to regrt such hearings as may be had In connec-
fon T g S, mhLh Ao gonim butns o] ot e

ereo. 0
Al tnat ttee thereof, may sit during

and that the committee, or any subcommi
the sessions or recess of the Benate.

BILLS INTRODUCED.,

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. THOMAS:

A bill (8. 4059) authorizing suits to be brought by any State
or States against the United States of America; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HUGHES :

A bill (8. 4060) to limit the effect of the regulation of inter-
state commerce between the States in goods, wares, and mer-
chandise wholly or in part manufactured, mined, or produced
by convict labor or in any prison or reformatory; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor.

A bill (S. 4081) providing for the refund of duties collected
on hot-rolled flat-steel wire rods, about 8 inches in width and
one-eighth of an inch in thickness, under the act of Congress ap-
proved June 24, 1897, and under the act of Congress approved
August 5, 1909, imported subsequently to June 4, 1908, and prior
to October 3, 1918 ; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr, CATRON: .

A bill (8. 4062) granting a pension to Harry 8. Comrey; to
the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CURTIS:

A bill (S.4063) authorizing the replacement of a bridge across
the Republican River near Fort Riley, Kans., under the direction
of the Secretary of War; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr., SUTHERLAND :

A bill (8. 4064) granting a pension to William H, Houston;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BANKHEAD : : ¥

A bill (8. 4085) for the relief of Rittenhouse Moore; and

A bill (8. 4066) to satisfy the findings of the Court of Claims
in the claim of William Moseley, administrator of Temperance
Moseley, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims,

A bill (8, 4067) to establish a fish hatchery in the State of
Alabama ; to the Committee on Fisheries.

By Mr, FLETCHER :

A bill (8. 4068) for the relief of Mary E. Boyd (with accom-
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr, CHAMBERLAIN:

A bill (8. 4069) to protect the dignity and honor of the uniform
of the United States; and

A bill (8. 4070) to provide for the utilization of the Forest
Service personnel for military purposes; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

NATIONAL DEFENSE.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I introduce a joint resolu-
tion and ask that it be read.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 91) creating a joint subcom-
mittee from the membership of the Committees on Military
Affairs and Naval Affairs of the Senate and House of Repre-

sentatives to investigate the conditions relating to the national
defense and the necessity of further legislation relating thereto,
and defining the powers and duties of such subcommittee, was
ge;ald the first time by its title and the second time at length, as
ollows :

Resolved, etc., That the Committees on Military Affalrs and Naval
Affairs of the éen.nte and House of Re tatives,

through a joing
presentatives, who aha.ljl ?
selected by sald committees, respectively, 5 by each, are hereby a
pointed to investigate—

a) The sub of the national defense,

b} The efficlency of the present organization of the Army and Navy
an increase of such efficlency.

¢) The advisability of com mrﬁ:erﬂce.

d) The relation of the State Militia to the national def.egae.

e) The advisability of creating a council of national defense, and
its com'Pgsltton.

(1) e Inerease of the military and naval schools for training offl-
cers and utllization for se of the schools of agriculture and

¢ arts created under the Morrill Act.

(g) National cooperation with the States in school training, involy-
m'gi the fundamen idea of the use of arms for the maintenance of
civil order, both domestic and international, and not for eonquest, and
the method to be adopted for the inculeation of such idea.

(h) The comnstruction, equipment, and personnel of auxillary ships
for the Navy to be used in war in ald of the fighting ships and in peace
for estab routes of commerce and mail foreign countries,

(1) The necessary cost of the national defense covering a period of
filve years, and including in this the extent and size of such organization
of the national defense as will be mered‘g% an annual nditure of
$800,000,000, $350,000,000, $400,000,000, $450,000,000, and ,000,000,
respectively, 'for a period of five years, ‘commencing July 1, 1918, with
aunthority to sit during the recess of Congress and with power to sum-
mon witnesses, to u%olnt necessary clerks, and stenographers,
and to do whatever i8 necessary for a and comprehensive examina-
tion and study of the subj and report to Coﬁss as expeditiously
as may be; that the sum of §10,000, or g0 much eof as Is necessary

to earry out the purposes of this resclution and to the necessar
ses of the subcommittee and its members, is hel:'gy apmpmtei
ropria Sald

out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise a e
appropriation nh.aIY] be immediately available and shall be pald n;ti;n the

audit and order of the chairman or acting chairman of
committee, which audit and order shall be conclusive and binding upon
g tg:e?artments as to the correctness of the accounts of such subcom-

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I would like to make a
brief statement in connection with that joint resolution.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none.

Mr, NEWLANDS. The President has called the attention of
Congress to the question of preparedness. There are now four
committees, two of the House of Representatives and two of
the Senate—the Committees on Military Affairs and the Com-
mittees on Naval Affairs—engaged in the consideration of the
question of the national defense. Four separate hearings are
being had, at which the various witnesses appear in rotation,
the same witness appearing before two or more committees.
The country is confused with these various hearings; the news-
papers themselves are not able to keep track of them, and the
country is not being informed of their progress.

The purpose of this joint resolution is to coordinate all four
of these committees—the Committees on Military Affairs of
both Houses and the Committees on Naval Affairs of both
Houses—through a subcommittee to be appointed from each,
with a view to having one hearing and making a report, which
can be submitted to the respective committees and then actio
taken upon the subject. My idea is that this will very mu
expedite the orderly progress of this matter. The national de-
fense is a unit, and the Army and Navy are merely divisions of
that unit. They should be considered together and not sepa-
rately. An increased expense in the ome should involve a
diminished expense in the other.

I ask that the joint resolution may lie upon the table, in the
hope that the chairmen of the committees referred to will favor
it, and in the further hope that it may then be immediately
adopted.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr, President, I want to make a statement in
answer to the last statement which was made by the Senatol
from Nevada. I understand that this is a joint resolution.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Nevada understands full
well that such a resolution can not be immediately considered,
but must be referred to a committee. In order that the Senator
may be informed, I will say that if he asks for the immediate
consideration of the joint resolution I shall object, because, un-
der the rules, a joint resolution has to go to a committee.

Mr, NEWLANDS. I am not asking for the immediate con-
sideration of the joint resolution. I have asked that it lie on
the table. I shall bring it up next Monday, in the hope that
the commitiees will cooperate in the immediate adoption of the
resolution. It is a matter for next Monday. )

Mr. SMOOT. If the joint resolution is brought up on next
Monday it will have to go to a committee.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the resolution
lying on the table? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

CENTRAL HEATING, LIGHTING, AND POWER PLANT.

AMr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I introduce a joint resolu-
tion and ask that it be read.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 92) relative to the construc-
tion on the site selected of the central heating, lighting, and
power plant authorized by the provisions of the sundry civil
appropriations act approved June 23, 1913, was read the first
time by its title and the second time at length, as follows:

Resolved, ete., That Inasmuch as the plans adopted for the construc-
tlon of tte central heating, ufhﬁns, and power plant authorized bsv
the 3pro\'lsion of the sundry clvil appropriations act approved June 23,
1918 (38 Stat. L., p. 25), on the s selected raise serious questions
affecting the aF rance of the city of Washington and the desirability
of erccting sald plant according to saild plans, the Secretary of the
Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to submit these plans to Con-
gress, to ether with all reports from commissions, architects, ml:El'
neers, and others who have been consulted in connection therewith ;
and that no work uﬁon the construction of sald plant shall be com-
menced untll plans therefor shall have been approved by the President
of the United States.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr, President, I ask unanimous consent
for the present consideration of the joint resolution. I desire
to say that it is very much feared by the Commission of Fine
Arts that the erection of the structure referrel to in the joint
resolution, according to present plans, will be exceedingly un-
sightly, and that it is quite possible that it may be something
of a nuisance. It is proposed to construet this immense heating
and lighting plant in the neighborhood of the Bureau of Engrav-
ing and Printing, near the Mall. I am told that its smoke-
stacks will be four in number and that they will be 195 feet in
height, It seems to me very important that we should get the
report of the Commission of Fine Arts on this subject, and
determine whether or not the height of these smokestacks can
not be diminished and the unsightliness of the building modified.

Mr. LODGE. Mr, President, I have no possible objection to
the joint resolution; on the contrary, I sympathize with it; but
I think the Senator from Nevada had better make it either a
concurrent resolution or a Senate resolution, because under the
rules the joint resolution would have to go to a committee,

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I have put this in the form
of a joint resolution because it directs the holding up of the
construction of this building until the report asked for is made,
1 assumed that it would have to be a joint resolution in order to
do that, as the building is being constructed under an appropria-
tion made in the sundry civil appropriation bill.

Mr. LODGE. Is not that matter covered by the urgent de-
ficiency bill now on our tables? There is a long amendment in
that bill in regard to the matter.

Mr. SMOOT. That is an additional amendment.

Mr. OVERMAN, Yes; that is an additional appropriation.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I simply want an opportunity for the Art
Commission to make a thorough Inquiry and report upon this
mﬂeet, with a view to the preservation of the beauty of the

Mr. SMOOT. Will the Senator from Nevada yield to me?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes.

Mr. SMOOT. Let me suggest to the Senator that he with-
draw the joint resolution at this time for the reason that there
is an item concerning this building in the urgent deficiency bill,
which is now on the calendar. The chairman of the Committee
on Appropriations has already given notice' that he intends to
ask that that bill be taken up on Monday, and I suggest that the
Senator from Nevada might consult with the chairman of that
committee before asking for the consideration of the joint reso-
lution. There is, as I have stated, an item contained in the
appropriation bill providing for extending the limit of cost of
the construction of the plant referred to in the Senator’'s joint
resolution. The plant, as I remember, is to be located at
Fourteenth and B Streets. While I am in sympathy with the
joint resolution itself, being a member of the Appropriations
Committee I should feel obliged, in the absence of the chair-
man of that committee, to make an objection to the immediate
consideration of the resolution, even if it were a Senate reso-
lution. If the Senator from Nevada will take the matter up
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martix], I think perhaps
he can come to some arrangement with him.

Mr. OVERMAN. I desire to say that this resolution has
reference only to furnishing an additional building with heat,
to wit, the Red Cross Building and one of the Navy bulldings.
I think that is the only purpose of the additional appropriation
provided for in the bill. It does not affect the location of the
plant or the manner of its erection.

Ar, SMOOT. But it affects the size of the plant.

Mr. OVERMAN., Yes; the size of the plant is affected.

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from Nevada will permit me,
his joint resolution would be in order as an amendment to the
urgent deficiency bill on Monday.

Mr, SMOOT. It would go out on a point of order.

Mr. LODGE. It would not go out on a point of order, if the
Senator will excuse me, It is not legislation and proposes fo
make no appropriation; it involves no expense even. It only
asks for certain orders to hold up this work.

Mr. OVERMAN. The committee amendment itself would go
out on a point of order.

Mr. LODGE. The main amendment of the committee?

Mr. OVERMAN. Yes.

Mr. LODGE. If the committee reports it, it does not make
any difference whether the item is estimated for or not. The
joint resolution offered by the Senator from Nevada, unless I
am very much mistaken——

Mr. OVERMAN, If it is new legislation, it would go out on
a point of order.

Mr. LODGE. It would be entirely in order as an amend-
ment, because it is a mere direction as to the expenditure of an
appropriation and asks for certain papers.

Mr. OVERMAN. I think the Senator is wrong in his state-
ment. If the committee reports new legislation, is not that sub-
ject to a point of order? Suppose our committee should report
new legislation?

Mr. LODGE. Of course new general legislation would be sub-
jeet to a point of order under our rules, but this is not general
legislation. The resolution of the Senator from Nevada, as I
understand, puts a limitation on an expenditure, and such a
proposal has always been held to be in order.

Mr. OVERMAN. I agree with the Senator. I merely wanted
to correct the statement of the Senator, as I understood him,
that anything the committee put on is not subject to a point
of order. I will say that there is one exception to that general
statement, and that is where new general legislation has been

added.

Mr. LODGE. If it is general legislation, certainly. I was not
going into that, but this case, I think, does not come under that
rule. I feel very sure that the chairman of the Committee on
Appropriations will be glad to take up this matter with the
Senator from Nevada, and I think that is the quickest way of
reaching the result. The joint resolution, at all events, could
lie on the table until Monday and we could $ee what we could
do in connection with the appropriation bill.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Very well; I will ask that the joint reso-
lution lie on the table until Monday.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie on the
table and be printed.

AMENDMENT TO DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia submitted an amendment proposing
to appropriate $90,000 for the improvement of Sixteenth Street
NW., from Montague Street to Alaska Avenue, etc., intended to
be proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed.

ALLOWANCE OF -CLAIMS,

Mr. JONES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the bill (S. 651) for the allowance of certain claims
reported by the Court of Claims, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Claims and ordered to be printed.

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL.

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr.
Sharkey, one of his clerks, announced that the President had
on January 28, 1916, approved and signed the following nct:

S. 1773. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across
the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at or near Warfield, Ky.,
and Kermit, W. Va.

HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED.

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles
and referred to the Committee on Claims:

H. R. 2288, An act for the relief of Thomas R. Mason;

H. R. 4530. An act for the relief of Michael F. O'Hare;

H. R. 5835. An act for the relief of James Stanton;

H. R. 7248. An act for the relief of the United States Drain-
age & Irrigation Co.; and

H. R. 8318. An act for the relief of De Barbieri & Co., of Val-
paraiso, Chile,

H. R. 2180. An act for the relief of Albert Greenlaw was read
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Post Offices
and Post Roads. !

H. J. Res. 95. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the
Navy to receive for instruction at the United States Naval




1742

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JANUARY 29,

Academy at Annapolis Mr. Carlos Hevia y Reyes Gavilin, a
citizen of Cuba, was read twice by its title and referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Morning business is closed.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I ask for the regular order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The calendar unc:= Rule VIII is in
order.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I ask unanimous consent that Order of
Business No. 33, being Senate joint resolution No. 60, be taken up.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I think we are en-
titled to dispose of the cases on the calendar as they stand in
order. I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada how long
it will require to dispose of this joint resolution?

Mr. LODGE, It will take some time.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will say to the Senator that this joint
resolution has been under consideration, I think, at three ses-
sions during the morning hour, but is yet undisposed of. I know
of but two Senators who desire to discuss it,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of
the Senator from Nevada?
Mr. LODGE. I object.

the joint resolution.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the regular order will be
proceeded with.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of Order of Business No. 33, being
the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 60) creating a joint subcom-
mittee from the membership of the Senate Committee on Inter-
state Commerce and the House Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce to investigate the conditions relating to
interstate and foreign commerce, and the necessity of further
legisintion relating thereto, and defining the powers and duties
of such subcommittee,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada moves
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate joint
resolution 60.

Mr. SMOOT. T suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

It will take some time to consider

Ashurst Hardwick Myers Smoot
Bankhead Hollis Nelson Sterling
Borah ITughes = Newlands Stone
Brandegee Husting Norris Sutherland
Broussard Jones Oliver Swanson
Bryan Kenyon Overman Thomas
Catron La Follette Page Tillman
Chamberlain ne Poindexter Townsend
Chilton Lee, Md. Shafroth Vardaman
Clark, Wyo. Lippitt Sheppard Wadsworth
Colt Cgue Shields Walsh
Curtis McCumber Simmons Warren
Dillingham McLean Smith, Ariz. Weeks
I'letcher Iartin, Va Nmith, Ga. Works
Gronna Martine, N. T Smith, Md.

Mr. CHILTON. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr,
Gorr] is absent from the Senate on account of illness.

Mr. TOWNSEND. The senior Senator from Michigan [Mr.
Sarrri ], who is absent, is paired with the junior Senator from
Alissouri [Mr. Reep]. I desire this announcement to stund on
all votes to-day.

Mr, BANKHEAD. My colleague [Mr. Uxperwoob] is un-
avoidably absent from the Senate. He has a palr with the
junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Harpixg]. I make this an-
nouncement for the day.

Mr., MARTINE of New Jersey. I am requested to state that
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. O'Goraax] is absent
on official business. He is paired with the senior Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER].

Mr. STONE. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr.
REeen] has been called from the city on important business and
will not be present to-day. I ask that this announcement stand
for the day.

1 also wish to announce that the Senator from Delaware [Mr.
Savrseury] is detained at home by sickness, and I will ask
that this announcement stand for the day.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-nine Senators have answered
to the roll call. There is o quorum present. The question is
-on the motion of the Senator from Nevada to proceed to the
consideration of Senate joint resolution 60.

Mr. SMOOT. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

TURGERT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I will ask the Sena-
tor to withhold that request for a moment. The Senator from

Nevada is willing to give way in order that the Senate may take
up the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, as I understand

from him. I ask that that bill may now have the consideration
of the Senate. '

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the bill (H. R. 9416) making appropriations to supply
further urgent deficiencies in appropriations for the fiseal year
ending June 30, 1916, and prior years, and for other purposes,
which had been reported from the Committee on Appropriations
with amendments. ;

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I ask that the formal reading of
the bill may be dispensed with and that the bill be read for
amendment, the committee amendments to be first considered.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chalr
hears none, and it is so ordered.

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill.

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was,
at the top of page 2, to insiert:

LINCOLX MEMORIAL COMMISSION.

For improvements in and additions to the Lincoln Memorial, and for
masonry steps and approaches and terrace wall, not heretofore pro-
vided for, and for each and évery purpose connected therewith, $263,000,
to remain available until expended, and the limit of cost of the sakl
Lincoln Memorial is hereby increased from $2,000,000 to $2,504,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 7, to insert:

ARLINGTON MEMORIAL BRIDGE COMMISSION.

To enable the commission created by section 23 of the publie bnild-
ings act approved March 4, 1913, to investigate and report to Congress
a suitable design for a memorial bridge across the Potomace River from
the e¢ity of Washington to a point at or near the Arlington estate in
the State of Virginia, together with such surveys and estimates of cost

as they may deem advisable, $25,000, to remain available until

expended.
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 17, to insert:

BUREAU OF EFFICIENCY.

For investigating duplication of statistical and other work in the
varions brnncies of the Government service, $1,200: Provided, That
hereafter the Division of Efficiency of the Civil Service Commission
shall be an independent establishment and shall be known as the
Bureau of Emvtcgdvl'; and the officers and employees of the said division
shall be transfer to the Bureaun of Efficiency without respPolmmrnt,
and the records and papers pertaining to the work of the said division
and the furniture, equipment, and supplies that have been purchased
for it shall be transferred to the said bureau: And provi further,
That the dutleés relating to efficiency rntln%u im upon the Civi
Service Commission by section 4 of the slative, executive, and
judicial appropriation act approved August 23, 1912, and the duty
of ln\'eatia}ming the administrative needs of the service relating to

rsonnel in the several executive departments and independent estab-
ishments, imposed on the Civil Service Commission by the legislative,
executive, and judicial appropriation act approved March 4, 1913, are
transferred to the Bureau of Efficiency.

Mr., STONE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator
in charge of the bill as to the part of the bill now under con-
sideration, relating to the Bureau of Efficiency. Is it intended
to be the effect of this amendment to put all the present em-
ployees of the bureau under the civil service, so as to make
them permanent employees?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Tt has no relation whatever to
the civil service. It makes no change in the existing law. It
simply makes this an independent bureau, buf all the rules of
the civil service that apply now will continue to apply. It does
not change the law in that respect at all.

This burean has done splendid service. It has saved the Gov-
ernment hundreds of thousands of dollars at a very small rela-
tive cost. and this is to give it a more permanent status. To
be perfectly frank, there is some friction in the bureau as now
organized, and it is intended to remove that. :

I have made careful inquiry, and I find that the bureau
has done splendid service. This simply makes it an independent
bureau instead of a bureau subordinate to *he Civil Service
Commission ; but it does not change the civil-service status of
a single employee—not one.

Mr. STONE. My inquiry was not Intended to elicit the opin-
ion of the Senator, though I am glad to have it, on the merits
of the proposition as a whole. My attention was attracted to
this language:

And the officers and Pna{aloyws of the said division shall be trans-
ferred to the Burean of Efficiency without reappolntment—

And so forth.

I am told that there are some persons now employed in the
service of the Bureau of Efficiency who are not within the civil
service, and the information I sought was whether the adap-
tion of this amendment would, in effect, cover them into the
civil service.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginin.
their status in any respect.

It will not. It does not change
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Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator, also, that there are
very few employees doing this work. They all have to be very
technical men, as the Senator knows.

Mr. STONE. Yes; I think that is trme. 1 will ask both the
Senators, or the chairman of the committee especially, since
what the Senator from Utah has just stated is true, as I believe
it to be, why would it not be very well to amend this amendment
s0 as to cover these employees, efficient men already employed
and already performing satisfactory service, into the service
permanently ?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I think we had
better not epen the doors to a wide field of discussion about
the civil-service matter. This amendment does not change the
status of these employees at all, and I very much hope it will
be allowed to go, because I believe it is an important measure
for the benefit of the service. I hope that we will not go into
the question of the civil service in respect to it.

Mr. STONE. Of course if it is going to provoke any discus-
sion, or if the Senator seriously fears that it would, I will not
press it.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. T do; and I feel that the language
of any such amendment eught to be carefully prepared.. It is a
matter that I would not myself be ready to dispose of at this
time.

Mr. STONE. 1 yield entirely to the judgment of the Senator
in regard to the matter.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 14, to insert:

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION,
necessa @l expenses, incla e .examiners
uni(;:: the dlxgﬂt;:vof commission, 22? g?s a‘gyine:u of um
tlons and Investigations held elsewhere than at Washington, and at-
tendance at meetings of public officlals, $6,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 20, to insert :

For fleld examiners at the rate of $1,500 per annum each, for work
in connectlon with members of local boards and other necessary work
as directed by the commission, $300.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Department of
State,” on page 4, after line 7, to insert:

Division of Mexican Affairs: For additional clerical services for the
Division of Mexican Affairs, to be expended in the discretion of the
Secretary of State, $7,500.

The amendment was agreedsto.

The reading of the bill was resumed, and the Secretary read
to the bottom of page 8, the last item read being:

Cody, Wyo., post office : For commencement, $500.

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sen-
ator from Virginia with reference to some of the appropriations
for the commencement of post-office buildings. This bill, as I
understand, is an urgent deficiency bill. How does it happen
that appropriations are made to commence public buildings
under an urgent deficiency bill? Has an act been passed for the
building? .

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. These appropriations are all rou-
tine estimates from the department. Not a single thing is done,
except to appropriate for pending work that has already been
authorized. The department is proceeding to carry out the orders
of Congress, and it lacks the money. There is a deficiency.

Mr. KENYON. Are there certain limits of time, under those
acts, within which commencement of the building must be made?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I think not. I do not think it is
usual to put in any limit of time. Perhaps it ought to be done;
but there is no limit of time as to the commencement of the work
under these appropriations made by Congress.

Mr. KENYON. I do not understand how the commencement of
a building can be an urgent deficiency.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, may I make a statement to the
Senator in that connection?

Mr. KENYON. Certainly.

Mr. WARREN. The first thing in arranging for a public build-
ing, after the law is passed authorizing the building and the
limit of cost, is to draw the plans; but before that there is
the examination of the site, the borings, etc., to know the char-
acter of the soll, subsoil, and so forth, as to the foundation, and
how they are to arrange for foundantion material, and also for
the grading of the land on the site; this before the plans are
made. Those small appropriations, some of them only- $500,
comprehend the starting of the building.

AMr. KENYON. It does not mean the actual physieal starting
of the building, but merely the preparation of the plans?

Mr. WARREN. That and the plans, and in some cases the
;Onttlianuuﬂon of the building where it needs protection, and so

orth.

Mr. KENYON. But will the Senator tell me why that is placed
in an urgent deficlency bill?

Mr. WARREN. It is so that their office force may be em-
ployed on plans, and so that their engineers may be in the field,
and not all have to be laid off and wait until such time as we
pass the regular appropriation bills.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment was, under the head of “ De-
partment,” subhead “ Public buildings, construction, sites, and
rent,” on page 17, line 6, after “ $600,000,” to insert:

Provided, That so much of the act entitled “An set making appropria-
tions for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal r
1513

ending June 80, 1914, and for other purposes,” approved June 23,
tats,, 25), as authorizes the construction of a central hea 5
Hghting, and power plant in the cﬂdof ‘Washington, D, C., be, and the
same is hereby, amended so as to to the buildings already enumer-
ated in said act to be furnished with heat, light, and power the Johnson-
Walker Bullding (known as the Navy Annex), the Interlor ritment
Office Building, the Lincoln Memorial, and the Women’s Memorial Build-

limit of cost for eald plant is hereby

ing (Red Cross Bulldln%)*. and the
increased from $1,494,104 to §1,669,104, and the limit of $35,000 therein
cal services in connmection with the

fixed for the employment of techni
plans and cations and comstruction of said plant is hereby in-
creased to not exmdtnﬁ $60,000 and made avallable for the employment
of technical and clerical services for said purposes.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr, President, I call the attention of the
Senator from Virginia to an amendment which I offer to come
at the end of the appropriation regarding the central heating,
lighting, and power plant in Washington, near the Mall.

.The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment
will be stated.

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add, at the end of the com-
mittee amendment as proposed in the bill, on page 18, line 2,
after the word “ purposes,” the following:

Provided, That no werk u the construction of sald plant shall be
commenced untll the plans therefor shall have been submitted to the
National Fine Arts Commission for their approval and approved by the
President of the United States.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, it is impossible to
give intelligent consideration to a proposition like thmt, pre-
sented as it is. I suggest, and I hope it will be satisfactory to
the Senator, that it be permitted to go on the bill, with a view
to the investigation of the matter.

For instance, the amendment says “ that nowork * * #* ghall
be commenced,” and so forth. The work is already commenced.
It is progressing now. The language might be changed, however.
If there is anything in the plans which mars the beauty of the
city it ought not to be done. I would be very willing for the
Fine Arts Commission to be consulted, and I think it is well
enough for that amendment to go on to afford opportunity for
investigation. .

I say that because if it should develop that there is no
necessity for the amendment, and we Gid not persistently de-
mand its retention, I want the Senator to understand it. 1 am
as anxious as he is that no mistake shall be made, and I am
very willing to have the amendment go on in order thal it may
be carefully investigated.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will state, Mr. President, that that is
entirely satisfactory to me. My only solicitude is to avoid un-
sightliness in the neighborhood of the Mall; and I have no
doubt that the matter can be disposed of satisfactorily.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. It will have eareful investigation.
I am as anxious as the Senator is to avoid any unsightly
structure.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I should like to have
the amendment stated again.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again state the
amendment to the amendment,

The SecreTary. It is proposed to add. at th= end of the com-
mittee amendment, which comes on page 18, line 2, after the
word *“ purposes,” the following words:

Provided, That no work upon the construction of said plant shall be
commenced unti! the plans therefor shall have been submitted to the
National Fine Arts Commlssion for their approval and approved by
the President of the United States.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Has not the work been already started
on this plant?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. It has, Mr. President; and there-
fore I said that we could not perfect this amendment now, but
that I was willing to have it go on the bill in order that the
conference committee might give it eareful attention; and if
anything is necessary along this line proper languag: will be
provided.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Very well. It seems to me the amend-
ment ought not to be adopted in that form.

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President, in the meantime is the work
to be diseontinued?

Mr. NEWLANDS. As I understand, the substantial work
has not been commenced. There has been some work done
with reference to exeavation, but I do not think anything has
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been done relating to the construction of the building. At all
events, as the Senator from Virginia suzgests, the amendment
can be properly shaped.

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, it strikes me that if the
Senator from Nevada would amend the resolution so as to pro-
vide that the plans shall be submitted to the National Fine
Arts Commission for the purpose of suggesting changes, and
such changes as they may suggest shall be adopted, with the
approval of the President, the work can go right along.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I will say to the Senator that, as
1 understand the amendment, that is substantially what it does.
If it does not do that, and if any change of phraseology is
necessary, it will be perfected in conference.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair will suggest that there
is a general statute on the subject providing that these publie
buildings shall not be erected until they have been submitted to
this commission.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, within an hour or two I have
received for my consideration in relation to this item a state-
ment which is rather startling in its nature, particularly as to
what the ultimate cost of the undertaking will be; and, further,
that it is the intention to carry steam through pipes under the
streets of the city from one building to the other at a pressure
of 270 pounds for furnishing power for the operation of ele-
vators and heating the bulldings. I do not know whether there
is any truth in the statement or not.

I had hoped that the matter could go over until Monday, but
I shall not interpose any objection to its consideration and
passage now, knowing that between now and the time the item
shall be considered in conference I can get additional informa-
tion. If there is any vital objection, and if the assertions con-
tained in the statement submitted to me are correct, then, of
course, I know that the conferees will take it under considera-
tion. :

Therefore I shall not object to the consideration of the matter
at this time.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginian. The Senator can rest assured
that the conferees will be glad to have the data which he may
get and give them careful consideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment to the amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar-
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business,
which will be stated.

The SEcrETARY. A bill (8. 881) to declare the purpose of the
people of the United States as to the future political status of
the people of the Philippine Islands, and to provide a more
autonomous government for those islands.

Mr. McLEAN obtained the floor.

Mr. SHAFROTH. The chairman of the committee is not here.
I do not know what his wishes are.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. T ask that the unfinished business
be temporarily laid aside for the present, and when the chair-
man of the committee comes in we will hear what he has to
say. We had just as well finish the appropriation bill.

Mr. McLEAN. The chairman of the committee told me that
l:e would be-absent for a few minutes and would soon return.
I shall occupy only a very few moments.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I have sent half a dozen messen-
gers to look for the chairman of the Philippine Committee with-
out being able to find him. Under the circumstances I hope the
Senator from Connecticut will defer his remarks for the present.

Mr. McLEAN. I will state to the Senator from Virginia that
I was about to proceed with the knowledge of the chairman of
the Committee on the Philippines, but if the matter before the
Senate is not to take all the afternoon, I have no objection to
yielding for the present.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I am sure the appropriation bill
will be finished in a very few moments.

Mr. McLEAN. Very well.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I ask that the unfinished business
be temporarily laid aside.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to laying aside
the unfinished business temporarily and proceeding with the
consideration of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill? The
Chair hears none,

The reading of the bill was continued.

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was,
under the subhead “ Public buildings, repairs and equipment,”
on page 19, line 10, after “ nineteen hundred and sixteen,” to
strike out * $25,000" and insert “ $50,000,” so as to make the
ciause read:

Repairs and preservation: For repairs and preservation of all com-
pleted and occupied public buildings and the grounds thereof, including

the same objects specified under this head in the sundry civil T
priation act for the fiscal year 1916, $50,000. A g e

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the subhead, * Collecting in-
ternal revenue,” on page 20, after line 8, to insert:

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue is authorized to reo
allow claims for taxes for the recover
which would be allowable under the decision of the Supreme Court in
the case of McCoach, collector, against Minehill & uylkill Haven
Rallroad Co.; and there is hereby ap; rogrlnted for the payment of such
claims a total sum not to exceed 830 ,000, this apﬂ&opmtlou to be
avallable for the payment of such of the aforesaid claims as are not
mble out of moneys heretofore n'gpro riated and available during the

1 year ending June 30, 1916, for the payment of claims,
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 9, to insert:
BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING.

The limitation in the aund.ri dtgﬁil ::gp:gpri;uon act for the fiseal
0 Ver ee

year 1916 as to the number of United States cur-

rency to be executed is hereby Increased from 82,000,000 to 90,000,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 15, to insert:

For engravers' and grl.nters' materials and other materials, except
distinctive paper, including the same objects fled under this head
in the sundry civil appropriation act for the fiscal year 1916, the Secre-
tary of the Treasury is authorized to transfer $120,000
appropriations made for the fiscal year 19186,
“Salaries of all necessary emp&gsee& other than plate printers and
plate rénotsas assistants,” $75,
ers,” ,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the subhead, “ Public Health
Service,” on page 22, after line 5, to insert:

For speclal studies of and demonstration work in rural sanitation,
including personal service, $50,000, or so much thereof as may be
necessary.

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, I should like to ask the
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations if he thinks
$50,000 is sufficient to meet the emergency just now?

Mr, MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I call the Senator's
attention to the faect that this is intended to run only until the
80th of June. We had before us the Surgeon General, in charge
of the Public Health Service, and we concluded, after hearing
all he had to say, that $50,000, in addition to what has hereto-
fore been appropriated, will meet the necessities until the end
of the present fiscal year.

Mr. VARDAMAN. All I desire is that this service shall not
be crippled. It is just in the infancy of its great work, and it
was my understanding that the department had most earnestly
asked for $100,000.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I will say to the Senator that
that recommendation was made, but it was intended to go be-
yond the 30th of June.

Mr, VARDAMAN. I am perfectly willing, after what the
Senator says, that the appropriation shall remain as proposed by
the committee,

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The Surgeon General appeared
before us, and we are satisfied that this appropriation will an-
swer until the end of the fiscal year.

Mr. SMOOT. It is perfectly satisfactory to the Public Health
Service.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of * District of
Columbia,” on page 22, after line 22, to insert:

Publication of notices in condemnation cases: The provision con-
tained in the urﬁent deficlency act for the fiscal year 13, approved
October 22, 1913, regarding notice by publication in condemnation
cases for the opening, extension, widening, or straightening of street:
avenues, roads, highways, alleys, or minor streets in the District o
Columbia is herebiy rq:ﬂealed, and section 491c of the Code of Law for
the District of Columbia be, and the same is hereby, reenacted so as to
read as follows:

“ BEcC. 491c. The said court shall cause public notice of not less than
20 days to be given of the institution of such gromedlng. h;t’ advertise-
ment in three dally newspapers published in the DMstrict of Columbia,
which notice shall warn and require all ]persons having any interest in
the proceeding to appear in court at a day to be named In sald notice
and to continue in attendance until the court shall have made its
final order ratifying and confirming the award of-damages and the
assessment of benefits by the jury herein provided for; and in addition
to such public notice sald court shall cause a copy of sald notice to be
served by the United States marshal for the Distriet of Columbia, or
his deputies, upon such owners of the land to be condemned as can
be found by said marshal, or his deputies, within the District of Colum-
bia and upon the tenants and occupants of the same. The sald court
shall afnpolnt a guardian ad litem for any person interested In the
proceedings who may be under disability.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 4, to insert:

Public schools: For additional amount necessary for construction of
an elfht-rmm addition, including an assembly hall, to the Powell
School, $9,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

n and
of which suits are pending and

, and from * Wages of plate print-
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The next amendment was, under the head of *“ Navy Depart-
ment,” on page 25, after line 18, to insert:

For rental of additional quarters for the Navy Department, $1,250.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. My attention has been called to
the wisdom of inserting a few words there. In line 20, after the
figures “$1,250,” I move to amend by adding *“or so much
thereof as may be necessary.”

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Department of
the Interior,” at the top of page 28, to insert:

NATIONAL TARKS.

There is appropriated from the several appropriations for protection,
improvement, and management, etc.. of the various national par) in-
cluding the Hot Springs Reservation, as well as from the revenues from
privileges, ete., in the national parks and the Hot Springs Reservation,
such sum or sums as the Secretary of the Interior in his judgment may
deem necessary, to be expended in employment of the superintendent
of natlonal parks and not exceeding four other competent persons in
the District of Columbia and in the field, and other necessary expenses
in connection with the administration of the national parks and the
Hot Springs Reservation, including expenses of travel incident to the
transferring of employees from one Park to another and of park super-
visors in conferring with the anfer ntendent of national parks; a de-
tailed statement of such expenditures to be submitted to Congress.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading was continued to line 2 on page 29.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I move to strike out lines 3, 4,
and 5 on page 29, in the following words:

For payment of limited indemnity for the loss of pleces of domestic
';tgénggr matter, first, third, and fourth classes, fiscal year 1914,

! A

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was continued to line 10 on page 29.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I move that the period at the end
of line 10 be stricken out and to insert in lieu thereof a semi-
colon, and after line 10 to insert “ 1914, §5,000.”

I will say, Mr. President, that I move this little alteration
in pursuance of .a letter received from the Postmaster General,
in order that this appropriation may be applicable to pay for
insured mail as well as the classes of mail provided for already
in the bill.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I ask that the communication,
which I send to the desk, from the Postmaster General be
printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the communication was ordered to
be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER GENERAL,
Washington, D, C., January 29, 1916.
Hon, THoMAS 8. MARTIN,

Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate,

My Deir Sexaror: My attention has been called to the provisions of
i)age 23, lines 3, 4, and 5, of H. R. 9416, as passed by the House of
tepresentatives, mkinf alﬁwprlations to sgg:ly urgent deficiencies
in the appro riations fo e fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, and
prior years. e lines in L“1111.1%&1011 read as follows :

“ For egarment of limited indemnity for the loss of pleces of domestic
;;g‘i]%tgz;l matter, first, third, and fourth classes, fiscal year 1914,

The purpose of this deficiency item is to pay claims for indemni
arising on account of the loss of insured mail as well as register
mall, On Janunary 1, 1913, the privilege to register fourth-class mail
was withdrawn, as at that time the law was placed into effect providing
for the insurance of fourth-class or parcel-post mail, as contemplated by
the act of August 24, 1912. Therefore, during the fiscal year 1914
the department paid indemnity for the loss of registered, insured, and
collect-on-delivery mail. Authority was granted in the deficlency ap-
?ropriation act approved July 29, 1914, for the payment of limited
ndemnity for lost insured and collect-on-delivery mail out of the
appropriation for the fiscal year 1914 by the following provision :

“ For payment of limited indemnity for lost insured and collect-on-
delivery mail, $35,000, togather with the unexpended balance of the
appropriation of $60,000 for ‘payment of limited indemnity for the
loss of pleces of registered matter, first, third, and fourth classes,’ for
e At ot lated by this act ( ed July 29,

s the total amount appropria v s act (approv
1914) has been entirely exhausted, it is thought that the pm\glsloﬁ
in the pendlnf deficlency appropriation act (H. R. Bilﬂze will make the
funds available for payment of indemnity for lost registered mail only.
For the fiscal years 1915 and 1916 there has been only one annual
appropriation out of which to pay claims for indemnity for both -
tered and insured mail, but both classes of mail have been stipulated.

Under these circumstances I beg to request the following amendment
to the act in question: That lines 3, 4, and 5 on page 2§ be stricken
out_and that between the present lines 10 and 11 a line be inserted
reading “ 1914, $5,000.”

Unless this amendment is made, it is not believed that the appropria-
tion will be available for the payment of clalms for lost insured and
collect-on-delivery mail.

Respect s ) A. B. BURLESON
. Postmaster General.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Department of
Agriculture,” subhead *“ Bureau of Plant Industry,” on page
30, after line 21, to insert:

For the emergency caused by the infectious nat d tin
spread of the destructive alseasg of pine trees knov‘:"nm;l‘ia %:e wcl‘:’ﬁe p‘%en%

LIIT—110

blister rust, by conducting such investigations of the nature and means
of communication of the disease, and by applying such methods of
eradication or control of the disease as in the J{zdgment of the Secre-
tary of Agriculture may be necessary, $20,000; and the Becretary of
Agriculture is authorized to pay such expense and employ such persons
and means, and to cooperate with such authorities of the States con-
cerned, organizations, or individuals, as he may deem necessary to accom-
plish such purpose.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 7, to insert:

BUREAU OF BIOLOGICAL SURVEY.

To meet the emergency caused by the prevalance and continued spread
of rables in wolves, coyotes, and other predatory wild animals, which is
being communicated by them to stock and other domestic animals, on
the public lands, national forests, and elsewhere, in the Western and
Northwestern Btates, by the destruction of such wild animals, £75,000 ;
and the Becretary of Agriculture is authorized to incur such expense and
to employ such persons and means, as, in his jodgment, may be neces-
sary to enable him to carry out the purposes of this appropriation.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of * Department of
Commerce,” subhead * Coast and Geodetic Survey,” on page 33,
after line 1, to insert:

For clerk to the superintendent, at the rate of $1,800 per annum, from
February 1 to June 30, 1916, both dates inclusive, $750.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Bureau of Fish-
eries,” on page 33, line 10, after the date * nineteen hundred and
sixteen,” to strike out “ $5,000" and insert * $7,500,” so as to
make the clause read:

Maintenance of vessels: For maintenance of vessels and launches
including the same objects gpecified under this head in the sundry clvil
appropriation act for the fiscal year 1916, $7,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Legislative,”
on page 35, after line 3, to insert:

SENATE,

The Secretary of the Senate is authorized and directed to egajy to Mary
Meyer, niece of Jacob C. Donaldson, deceased, late a skill aborer in
the Benate Library, the amount of salary due him for the month of
December, 1915,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 9, to insert:

Senate Office Building : For maintenance, miscellaneous items and sup-
plies, and for all necessar nal and other services for the care and
0] tion of the Senate ce Bullding, under the direction and super-
vision of the SBenate Committee on Rules, $2,600.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of *“ Government
Printing Office,” subhead * Printing and binding,” on page 35,
after line 22, to insert:

Holidays : To enable the Public Printer to comply with the provisions
of the law fnntlng holidays and the Executlve order granting half
holidays with pay to the employees of the Government Printing Office
for the fiscal years that follow :

Nineteen hundred and sixteen, $27,305.93 ;

Nineteen hundred and fifteen, $270.22,

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 4, to insert:

Leaves of absence: To enable the Public Printer to mmp& with the
grov[sions of the law granting leave to employees of the vernment

rinting Office, $48,866.706, or so much thereof as may be necessary.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 17, to insert:

For printing and binding for the Court of Claims, $5,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘ Judgments,
United States courts,” on page 87, line 2, after the word * sixty-
three,” to insert * and Senate Document No. 253,” so as to make
the clause read:

For payment of the final judgments and decrees, including costs of
suits, which have been rendered under the provisions of the act of
March 3, 1887, entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits
against the Government of the United States,” certified to Congress at
its present session by the Attorney General in House Document No, 563
:na::]n elSyenate Document No, 253, and which have not been appealed,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 4, after the words
“Treasury Department,” to strike out “$744" and insert
“$1,097,"” so as to make the clause read:

Under the Treasury Department, $1,097.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 5, after the words
“War Department,” to strike out “$1,060.583" and insert
“ $5,714.42,” so as to make the clause read:

Under the War Department, $5,714.42,
The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page 37, line 7, after the words
“In all,” to strike out * $2,388.28 " and insert “ $7,395.17,” so as
to make the clause read:

‘In all, $7,395.1 T'tomtherﬂth such  additional sam as be
necemry to pay interest on the respective judtfmeutﬂ at the rate -of

?cr cent per annum from the date thereof until the time this appro-
priation is made.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of * Judgments,
Court of Claims,” on page 37, line 14, after the number * 566,”
to insert “and Senate Document I‘Eo. 252" so as to make the

clause read:
No. 568

For the pa

t of the judgments rendered by the Court of
reported to
and Senate

ongress at its t session in House Doenment
, namely,

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 16, after the
words “Treasury Department,” to strike out “ $52,986.35" and
insert “ $52,988.23,” so as to make the clause read:

Under the Treasury Department, $52,988.23.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 18, after the words
“War Department,” to strike out “$67,11523"” and insert
“ B87,645.05,” so as to make the clause read:

Under the War Department, $87,645.05.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 19, after the werds
“ Navy Department,” to strike out * $00,244.77,” and insert
#807,373.74,” so as to make the clause read:

Under the Navy Department, §07,373.74.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 20, to insert:
Under the Department of Agriculture, $34.45.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 22, after the words
“In all,” to strike out * $210,411.06,” and insert * $238,106.18,”
so as to make the clause read:

In -all, $238,106.18.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Claims allowed
by the Auditor for the State and other d ts,” on page 50,
after line 18, to insert as a new section the following :

SEc. 3. That for the ent of the following -claims, certified to be
due by the several accoun officers of the Department under
appropriations the balances of which have been usted or carried
to the sur'pius fund under the provisions of section 5 of theact of June
20, 4, and under appropriations heretofore treated as permanent,
Mng l'or the service of the fiscal year 1913 and other years, unless
otherwise stated, and which have been certified to Cun:rus under sec-
tion 2 of the act of Jul T, 1884, as fully set forth in Senate Document
No. 255, reported to DETEess at its present session, there is appro-
priated as follows:

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT.

For refunding taxes illegally collected, $28,406.30

For payment of judgments against internal-revenue officers, $2,985.95.
" Tor pay of crews, miscellaneous expenses, etc., Life-Saving Kervice,

For Llle—ﬁnvins Service, $600.

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE M:rnlmu FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT,

For pay, etc of the Ar
F'orte t pay to en al m as clerks at Army division and

ritmen

or mileage to omcem and contract surgeons, $28.10.
For regular supplies, Quartermaster's Deparbnmt, $81
For incidental expenm meema.atn’s Department, N.MS 65.
For barracks and i
For tran; mt;lon rmy and its
For headstones for Emves ot soldiers, $1.60.
For ralsing four additional regiments, $46.85.

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE NAVY DEPARTMENT,

.For pay of the vay ‘ST5T.52.
For pay, miscellaneous, 121.12

For pay, Marine Co .60,
¥ i’r ! ‘g:mn ‘of Havmt{on. $586.00.
For main nee, Burean of Yards -and Docks, 5520.
For freight, Bumu of Sn plles and Accolmta.
For construction and u of m and Repair, §204.
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE aunmn FOR THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT.
For purchase and transportation nl Indian lies, 1915, ?69
For purchase and transportation % 1914 1 T3,
For purchase and transportation ot Ind.ln:n
For Indian school, Fort Bidwell, Cal.,
19105, $15.36.
For Army pensions, 10 cents.
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR ¥FOR THE STATE AND OTHER
DEPARTMENTS.
For contingent expenses, Exeeutive Office, 191
For salaries of vice consuls {act-of. m.'5 m‘is;. mw. $70.17.
For allowance for clerks at consulates, $80.

de

es, $60.15.

immvmts,

1 §88%000:

For conttapmt EIeabe Daparimet of Cammaros 8o Tabor, $754

For expenses of r?:u]ag'ng immi ex't;log' ‘fﬁggree &x e

For fees of commissioners, Uni States eourts, 1915, $82.20.

For fees of juro 'Unlted States courts, $51.

‘For support o soners, United States courts, $1.30,

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. This completes the committee
amendments.

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I offer the following amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SEcrETARY. On page 6, affer line 9, insert:

To pay the subscription of the United States to thc Intcrmtionnl
Geodetle _Associntion for the years 1915 and 1916, $3,000

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President——

Mr. MARTIN .of Virginia. I will say to the Senator from
California that the committee did not allow that item, but

for myself personally I am by no means certain that
it ought not to be allowed. I am very willing that it shall go
into the bill and have careful investigation in conference. I
am not at all satisfied with the action of the committee in not
allowing it.

Mr, WORKS. The matter was in the special e¢harge of my
colleague [Mr. PHELAN], and not knewing that the bill was to
come up to-day my colleague is absent from the Senate. I am
presenting it on his aceounf. I greatly appreciate the fact that
the chairman of the committee will allow it to go in the bill, its
merit to be determined hereafter.

Mr, MARTIN of Virginia. It certainly shall have careful
consideration.

Mr. WORKS. In connection with the amendment I shounld
like to have printed a letter svhich I received from the Superin-
tendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, giving the particu-
lars and the reasons why the appropriation should be made, and
also a statement in connection svith it signed by other persons
interested in having the appropriation made. With that leave
I shall submit it.

“There being no objection, the matter referred to was ordered
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

DEPARTMERT OF COMMERCE,
UNITED STATES COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY,
Washington, January 18, 1916.
Hon. Jorx D. WORK

United States Bmte Washington, D. O.
My DEAR SiR: the matter of the International Geodetic
Association, and its work at the latitude station located at Ukiah, Cal.,
anﬂ my promise yesterday to furnish you with data in connection with

u:fan nppmprhﬂan relative to this observatory, I beg to sub-
ml.t the foll
THE UKIAH OBSERVATORY.
r many urs the determination of latitude was very much ecom-
vl.latnd by of the earth’s axis of rotation. The motion

Lheurthsaxlsisavery irregular one and does not follow any
knnwnla

In order that this subject might be studied and the law of the shift-
‘the axis be the Iuteruﬁonﬂ Geodetic tion,

ﬂg:ase esta.b]hhed five stations on the ninth parallel of latitude
ble around the Two of these stations

s e nited States, one a Guthershllr:. AMd., and the
er @

Cul.

At -each of thm stations, -except Gaithersburg, continuous observa-
tions have been mmade. There are many astronomers hout the
wiorld who are continuously using the rmmlts obtn.l.ned at lati-

stations to correct their observations, and it is of the test
rtance to them to have the latitude work continued without inter-

ogfpmor ‘:emgl litll D d‘F R. Helmert, director of the central
T " T. . 0!
- of the Inte Assoclation, whose office .ia at

Geodetic  Associa
Potsdnm. Gema.ny, wrote me a letter of which the following is
t;ra.nnhtkm '

|

tion

hoped that Japan and Italy, as 1
tions at Mizusawa, Carloforte, and Tschardjul. If they auﬂxrrt
stations, they will not be expected r ymly qno
port of these observ would b i’:’.am 31’
MMM States has mmAmerlcan ;m é:io nn tﬁl t:':: 1914, a.nd it was

nited no u @
nm { for that reasom, to ﬁnﬁn e cbe{rntiom at Gaithers-

use of of money on account of the war we
must .also emtua.lly dm Ukl.nl{ fﬁ

6 1 rtun ﬂha'l: uc;gy ALl uum ;‘i‘t.f
P d 1916 it is ee no g Anore

rw?m Pm.lm t me to make the request on you that ever:thlns .posxibln
be done to crmtlnue the work of the

international latitude service in
North America.”

It will be seen from this that one of the two stations in the United
States was closed becanse of our failure to pa g eXpenses
of the International Geodetic Association, and it w n.lw be seen that
the ?hsgmﬂms at Ukiah must be discontinued unless we resume pay-
ment of our

There is attached to this letter a table showin tlxe amount of money
spent in the United States each r for t he he obser-
tm'lu Gﬂthmbm and h since t wnrk in

The total amoun tl.hle is a
the tlme that the latitude work wu golng on_in the
to the treasury of the International Geodeti

ntfed Bhtes wa
nly
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This shows that the association spent over twice as much in the
United States as we paid into the treasury. If the United States re-
sumes the payment of its quota, it is reasonably certain that the central
burean wﬂ?acontinue the work at Uklah and it is possible that, after
the close of the European war, it may also resume observations at
Galthersburg.

It is because few, If any, of the nations mow at war will be able to

¥ their guotas into the treasury of the association while the war is
F:Il1 rogress that $2,5600 has been asked for in the ur?ent deficieney bill
with which to maintain the observatory at Ukiah until the International
Geodetie Assoclation” finds it possible to resume its support after peace
has been declared. There is also an item of $3,000 in the same bill to
bedusfsllén paylng our gquota to the association for the two years 1914
an e

As 1t costs about $1,700 to pay the expenses of the Ukiah station for
a year, the sum requested in the bill—$2,500—will continue the work
for about 18 months,

The accompanying statement shows that the International Geodetie
Association has spent much more money in the United States than we
have contributed to its treasury, and therefore we should feel it a duty
to make up the arrears in our promised contribution. Even if the
association had spent nothing in this country, we should still feel it to
our advantage to maintain our membership and pay our quota.

The work of the association is of great importance to every civilized
nation, for thers are many world-wide problems with which only an
international association can deal. 'The problems come under this head.
Ag long as people are interested in the search for truth they will wish
to know the exact shape and size of the earth, partly from a desire
to know the facts in the case and partly because such exact information
is of advantage in conducting scientific and astronomic investigations.
Tle figure of the earth can only be determined with a great degree of
accuracy when the geodetic observations of many nations are combined,
and it is necessary that some international assoclation should assemble
the results and solve the problems.

There are other operations of the association the results of which
have more obvious value., One is the coordination of the detic re-
sults of the surveys of each of two contignous nations, which enables
them to give to points on their common boundary the same geographic
positions and elevations on the maps of the two countries. Such an
a;i;'eeent of maps would obvlate many disputes in regard to boundaries
which might otherwise occur. 3

Another problem which it is Impossible for any one nation to solve
is the derivation of a formula which will me the value of the intensity
of vity at any latitude. The gravity observations are made by many
nations, but one central bureau must coordinate all the results.

MEMBERSHIP IN THE ASSOCIATION,

Although the United SBtates did not contribute to the International
Geodetic Association in 1914, the permanent secretary of the associa-
tion invited the United States representative, Dr. 0. H. Tittmann, to
vote on the question of whether or not the association should continue
in force for another 10 years the previously adopted convention and
w. ether or not there should be an&nltemtionn in this convention when
the present one expires on December 31, 1916. The authority for Dr.
Tittmann's reply to the permanent secretary was glven in a’ letter of
which the following is a copy :

DEPARTMEXT OF BTATE,
Washington, December 22, 191§,

Hon. Wum. C. REDFIELD,
Secretary of Commerce,

My Dpar Mp. SECRETARY : I find that T have not answered wvour in-
quiry of November 24. The appropriation asked for as our share of
the permanent advisory committee of the International Geodetic Asso-
ciation is so small that I heartily agree with you in the oplnion that
we should continue our membership, and that our representatives shonid
be advised to so vote. I shall be glad to join with you in recommending
action to Congress.

Very truly, yours, W. J. Bryax.

Upon receipt of this letter Dr. Tittmann wrote to the permanent sec-
retary of the assoclation that the United States voted to continue the
convention without change for another 10 years.

From this it will be seen that Dr. Tittmann was empowered by the
Secretary of State to vote for the continuation of an international agree-
ment among practically all of the civilized nations of the world. In
splte of the authority vested in Dr. Tittmann and in spite of his action
in votjn% to continue the convention of the assoclation for another 10-
year period, an action which should have the strength of a treaty, our
Congress has failed to apPrnprIate money for our quota. This, of course,
places the United States in a very awkward and embarrassing position.

Upon Dr, Tittmann's resignation last spring as a member of the per-
manent committee of the International etic Association the ques-
tion of his suceessor arose, and I recommended that Mr. William Bowie,
at the present time Chief of the Division of Geodesy of the United States
Coast and Geodetlc Survey, be designated as a member of the permanent
commission of the association in succession to Dr. Tittmann. In a
letter, dated June 12, 1915, the Secretary of State ad interim, Hon.
Robert Lansing, wrote in part as follows :

“In reply I have the honor to say that it does not appear from the
act making appropriations for the Diplomatic and Consular Service
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, that Congress has made any
provision for the continuance during the fiscal year of membership by
the United States in the International Geodetic Association. This de-
partment would not, therefore, seem to be in a position to comply with
Your request.”

It is my urgent desire that Congress appropriate money for the con-
tinuation of the work at Ukiah dnrin& the progress of the opean war,
and that it will also appropriate sufficient funds to pay our arrears in
dues to the assoclation he two years 1914 and 1915,

As the representative of the United States has always been a member
of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, this burean feels particularly humili-
ated because of our failure to meet our obligations.

There is transmitted herewith a photostat copy of a letter, dated
December 8, 1915, signed by several prominent astronomers of the
Pacific coast and indorsed by the presidents of the University of Califor-
nia and of Leland Stanford Junior University. An original copy of this
letter was sent by Dr. Campbell, of the Lick Observatory, to you and the
other Senator and Representatives from California. It'is an urgent plea
to Congress to provide funds for the support of the Ukiah Observatory:

The table mentioned in the third paragraph of the secondcdpa of
this letter, showing the amount of money paid by the Unit tes

to the International Geodetic Association and the amount expeaded
by the associatioa in the United States, follows:

yatea | xpended
Fiscal year. States United
quots. | geates

[ R ..
SRR
g

_é
#
pd

Cost of senith Bubl. c. e aiineaiiisnnssntamsmai s ps Funeid bond franaii aaaa

There is an apparent discrepancy between this table and the quota-
tion from Dr. Helmert's letler, but not a real one, for the amounts
of the United States quota given in the table are for fiscal years, and,
therefore, the 1914 quota, as mentioned in the table, was paid to Dr.
Helmert during the calendar year 1913. Dr. Helmert is correct in his
statement that during the (calendar) gear 1914 and again in 1915
no funds were received from the United States.

1f the above information is not clear to you, please let me know, and
I will gladly furnish you any additional details.

I am, respectfully, yours,
E. LesTer Joxgs, Superintendent.

Morxy IHaminrox, CaL., December 3, 1915,

DeAr Sir: We respectfully call your attention to the problem of the
International Latitude Observatory at Uklah, Cal. In effect, that ob-
servatory was maintained by the United States Government from early
in 1899 to the end of 1913, cn the basis of congressional appropria-
tions contributed through the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey
to the International Geodetic Association, the latter administered from
headquarers at Potsdam, Germany. Although the United States Gov-
ernment wns pledged to lend its further support, in so far as the
Superintendent of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey and
the Department of Commerce could make such a pledge, the Congress
in 1913 failed to continue the appropriations ($1,500 per annum) of
the preceding 14 vears. The Ukiah Observatery has n supported
during the years 1914 and 1915 on funds appropriated by all the lead-
ing countries of the world except the United States, notwithstanding
ihe existence of war conditions in those countries. The funds from
foreign countries are available to maintain the Ukiah Observatory until
April or May, 1916; these funds will then cease to come. e feel
that the maintenance of the Ukinh Observatory by Congress is a debt
and an obligation of honor. With the United States at peace and all
other leading countries which support the international association at
war, our oblization seems to be accentuated.

The International Geodetic Associatlon is an organization composed
of the geodetic survey de@nrtments of the leading national Govern-
ments, The United States Coast and Geodetle Survey is a member. The
association’s purpose is to promote the solution of those problems of
the earth, such as the earth’s size, shape, gravitational power, ete.,
which demand that observations be made in many widely distributed
countries and which therefore require internationa congemtlon.

In the ecighties it was discovered that the latitudes (and to a
small degree the lowtudes) of all points on the earth are constantly
changing. The earth as a whole * wabbles ™ a little as it rotates on
its axis. This affects all tEre_-clshm surveys of the earth more or less
serionsly. To determine the amount of the changes, the law of the
changes, and, if possible, the reasons for the changes, the International
Geodetle Association established in 1898-99 four special obscrvatories,
distributed as uniformly as practicable around the earth on the same
famllel of latitode, north 80° 8'—one observatory in Maryland, one at
Jkiah, Cal., one in Japan, and one in Sardinia (Italy). Later the Rus-
slan (Government established a similar observatory in Turkestan in
latitude 39° 8&’, and considerably later, the Cincinnati Observatory,
happening to have the same latitude, 39° 8', voluntarily and at its own

nse, assumed a share in the work. (It is absolutely necessary that
a;i these observatories be on the same parallel of latitude so that they
can observe the same stars in their zeniths.)

For lack of funds the observatory in Maryland has first been dis-
continned. The closing of the Ukiah Observatory would deal a terri-
ble blow to the plans, use it occuplies a strong stratesic osition in
longitude. The cirenit of the earth In latitude north 89° &8 and the
international latitude observatories on that circult are represented in
the accompa figure.

(Figure om tt.ed.g

You will see that, without the Ukiah station, the Cinclnnati station
would be alone in ﬁva—eig’hthx of the cirenit of the globe, with Japan,
Turkestan, and Sardinia relatively close together in the remaining three-
eighths of the eircuit, and that the three-eighths from Cincinnati to
Japan would be wholly unoccupied. The solution of the International
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Intitude problem on: the basis of observatories in Japan, Turkestan,
Bardinia, and Cincinnati is entirely analogous to the bullding of a
great cireular tower upen a foundation consisting of four plers, dis-
tributed irregularly on a circle, as Japan, Turkestan, Sa

inia, and
Cincinnatl are loeated in the above sketch. An observing station on

the  Pacific coast of the United States, in latitude 39° 8'—that is, at
Uklah-—is demanded In order to give a satisfactory support to the in-

ternational structure
involving variations of latitudes, has not

The motion. of the earth,.
gone through a complete cycle of change sinee these international ob-
rvations should be continued

servatories: were established, and the o
at least until the variations become- predictable: We: y re-
quest your: support of an item in: the urgent deficiency appropriation
Bpill for the maintenance of the Uklah internatienal latitude stationm,
to be applied as the Superintendent of the United States Coast and
Geodetle Suryey considers most desirable and efficient.

" Yours, respectfully,

W. W. CaMpRELL,
Director of the Lick Observatory,
_ University of California.
A. 0. LEUSCHNER,
Director Students’ Observatory and Professor of
Astronomy, University of California.
Sipxey D. TOWNLEY,
Professor in Leland Stanford Junior University,
in. Charge of Astronomical Instruction.

We approve of the foregoing.
BExT. IpE WHEELER,
President University of California.
J. C. BRANNER,
President Leland Stanford Junior University.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment
submitted by the Senator from California [Mr. Works] is
agreed to.

Mr. TOWNSEND: Mr. President, I should like to ask the
chairman of the committee, inasmuch as I was not able to be
present at the meeting of the committee, how the second item
on: page 2 happens to come into an urgent deficiency appropria-
tion bill—an item of $25,000 for the Arlington Memorial Bridge:
Commission?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginin. It eomes in the deficiency bill, Mr.

and the money has not been appropriated. There is a deficiency
of money to carry out the instruetion of Congress. A commis-
sion of three was created, of whichi the: President is one, with
instruetions to make an investigation as to a suitable design for
a memorial bridge. The money has not been appropriated and
the: commission. ask that they be given the money to carry out
the instruetion of Congress. It is manifestly a deficiency under
existing lnw.

Mpr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I think T recognize the de-
with the condltion of our national finances at the present time;
it hias been a good thing to insert this item of $25,000 in the
Bbill: I understand, of course; how desirable it is to the Senator
from Virginia, and how important, perhaps, it is to the city of
Washington that such a bridge should be constructed at some
time, and if we had the money, if we were not trying to econo-
mize to meet some conditions which are an absolute neecessity,
T should not even raise the question as to the propriety of the
appropriation. However, I still feel that it was a mistake at
this time to put this item into an urgent deficiency bill, when at
least it is a. matter that would not suffer if it were postponed
to a time when we would know where the money is coming from
to meet the expenses of the Government.

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, T do not like to object to ap-
propriations; I know it is unpopular; but I should like to ask
the chalrman about the appropriation for a post-office building
at Binghamton, N. ¥. This bill carries $100,000 for a site
for a post office in a city that, according to the cemsus of 1910,
has 48,000 people. It seems to me that is a tremendous amount
of money to pay for a site. Why shounld the site:be provided for
in the urgent deficieney bill I can not just get through my head.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, the purchase of
these sites and the erection of these buildings was authorized,
and work has been proceeding more rapidly in recent days than
formerly. It has:gotten to a point now where the Secretary of
the Treasury needs the money for these purposes. The items
here appropriating money for post-office: sites: and: post-office
buildings are within the limit already authorized, and were
duly estimated By the Secretary of tlie Treasury and asked for
as urgently necessary.

He is ready to go on with the work. He has a force in the
architect’s office, and he wants to proceed withi the work Con-~
gress ordered him: to do. He lacks the money.. The money is
n deficiency for a purpose for which Congress. has authorized
the work to be done. He estimates for it. There is not an item
here that was put on at the instance of any Senator; it was
done purely on the certificate from the Secretary of the Treas-
ury that these amounts are urgently needed, and they are
appropriated accordingly.

: : rurgent deficiency appropriation bill.
President, because the expenditure was authorized by Congress, ' pages of appropriations for public buildings, many of them for
| the commencement of public buildings and some of them:in towns
| of less than a thousand
' dicted seme time' ago  that the urgent deficieney bills wounld

Mr. KENYON. I am not going to take any time on it. T as-
sume the Federal court is held at Binghamton, N. Y. It does
seem to me to spend $100,000 for a site for a post office: in a

| town of 48,000 is, to say the least, pretty strong.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. If the Senator will excuse me for
a moment, I will say I have no doubt there is not a dollar
provided here except what was authorized. T have no doubt
the Secretary of the Treasury has contracted for the purchase
of this property in pursuance of the aet of Congress, and it is
an absolute liability on the Government just as much as the
coupons on its bonds. He was authorized to make this pur-
chase; he has contracted for the property, and he needs the
money to pay for the property.

Mr: VARDAMAN. Will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Certainly.

Mr. VARDAMAN. How much money has been: appropriated
for the construction of the building?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I do not recall the amount appro-
priated, but it is within the limit, I think, provided by the act of
Congress. There is not a single dollar appropriated here exeept
in aeccordance with previous legislation.

Mr. VARDAMAN. The Senator does not know the amount of’
money thot has been appropriated for the construction of the
post-office: building?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I can look it up. I ean not carry
those figures in my mind.

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I have not surrendered the:
floor. Has the Senator any information in his records about
the courthouse at Binghamton, as to what courts are held
there?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I will say to the Senator that T
have no information in respect to that subjeet.

Mr. KENYON. I simply want, Mr. President, in a mild way
to raise an ohjection to providing for Federal buildings in am
There are here some 13

people.. The Senator from Utah pre-
amount to $20,000,000 this session. T think he was rather criti-

cized and laughed at about it, but it is apparent now that tliey
will go vastly beyond that sum; perhaps to $25,000,0000 or

| $30,000,000. It is because in the future T myself may objeet to
' some of these appropriations that I simply did not want to sit

' quietly and have them go by without a protest.
sirability of a bridge in this locality, but I have wondered if, |

Mr. BRYAN. I will state that the Treasury Department and
the Post Office Department, acting together, have declined to
d any money for the purchase of a site and the erection of a

public building in a fown of less than 5,000 people, and also in
. towns which have not $15,000 of receipts per annum,

Mr. EKENYON., I desire to understand the: Senator.

Mr. BRYAN. Notwithstanding that the act of Congress au-
thorized the construction of buildings in towns of smaller popu-
Jation.

Mr. HARDWICK. M. President——

Mr., KENYON. Just one moment. Does the Senator from
Florida say that the Secretary of the Treasury has refused to

- commence the construction: of buildings in towns of less than

5,000 people?’

Mr. BRYAN. That is my understanding, and I got it au-
thoritatively from: the department.

Mr; KENYON. T venture to say there are at least 10 pro-
visions in: this bill for the erection of buildings in towns of less
than 5,000 population.

Mr: HARDWICE. Will the Senator from Iowa: yield to me
for just a moment? :

Mr. KENYON. Certainly.

Mr. HARDWICK. I merely wanted to correct the statement
made: by the Senator from Florida [Mr, Beyax]. On tle con-
trary, I know where acts of Congress have authorized buildings
in towns of less than 5,000 inhabitants and having less than
$10,000" receipts. The sites for such buildings at least have:
been purchased in: some instances. For that matter, with the
permission of the Senator, T will say, if he still yields to me,
that I do not see how the Secretary of the Treasury could pos-

| sibly have the right not to- carry out a law affer it had been
passed by Congress. I am not eriticizing him for doing it. The

responsibility is on Congress for making such appropriations.
Mr, BRYAN. I agree with the Senator in his last statement:
but T know that what T Lave stated has been the attitude taken
by the department. It has been publicly stnted! that the depart-
ment would not erect a publie buillding: in a: city of less thun
5,000° population or in whicli the post-office receipts do not
amount to $15,000 annually. That is a confested! point between
the legislative branch and the executive branch of the Gov-
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eriment. A speech wus manle in the House of Representatives
only a few days ago tuking the position that the Treasury De-
partment had no right ‘o refuse to carry out the will of Con~
gress which authorized the construction of public buildings in
towns of less than 5,000 people and having less than $10,000
receipts annually.

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida
vield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr,. HARDWICK. I do not know who has the floor.

Mr. BRYAN. I yield to the Senator.

Mr, HARDWICK. I merely want to say to the Senator that
no matter where he got his information, surely, from my own
knowledge, I know he is mistaken in his statement of facts.

Mr. BRYAN. I got it from the department.

Mr. HARDWICK. I do not care who gave the information to
the Senator. I know of instances in my own State where there
are cities of less than 5,000 people and with less than $10,000
receipts, where appropriations have at least been made for the
purchase of sites for public buildings.

Mr. BRYAN. It may be that I am mistaken as to the atti-
tude of the department with reference to the purchase of sites
for public buildings; but does the Senator from Georgia know
whether such buildings have been erected?

Mr. HARDWICK. I think so, in cases where they have less
than that number of population, but I do not know as to the
receipts. :

Mr. BRYAN. Then, I understand it may be a question of
whether they can make the Secretary of the Treasury believe
that they have more people than they really have.

Mr. HARDWICK. Of course, the people we have there are
pretty fine, There is no trouble about their quality, even though
we have not the quantity.

Mr. KENYON. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida
what is the population of De Land, Fla.? According to the
census of 1910 the population was 2,812,

Mr, BRYAN. What are the annual receipts?

Mr. KENYON. I have no statement as to the receipts; but
this bill makes an appropriation of $12,000 for the commence-
ment of a building there.

Mr., BRYAN. I imagine it comes under the rule as to towns
where the receipts are above $15,000. s

Mr. KENYON. Even though the town may be below 5,000
population, if the receipts exceed $15,000, the Treasury Depart-
ment will go ahead with the work? I simply want to say that
there are appropriations scattered all through this bill for the
commencement of public buildings in towns of less than 5,000

population.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I wish merely again
to call the attention of the Senator to the fact that, as to these
buildings, it may be that Congress acted unwisely: but the
buildings have been authorized by law. The time to object was
when they were proposed to be authorized ; but after the Secre-
tary of the Treasury has been authorized and directed to acquire
sites and to construct buildings it is too late to say that the
towns were too small and that the receipts were too small to
justify that course. There is not a dollar appropriated in this
bill except in pursuance of previous legislation by Congress—
not one dollar.

Mr. KENYON. I realize that that is true. I regret that I
did not have an opportunity to object to them when the pro-
visions were under consideration ; but I am going to object now,
and I am going to keep on objecting whenever an appropriation
is presented here for a public building in a town of less than a
thousand people. I think it is not a proper way to spend the
public money, especially in times of financial distress such as
we just now have.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr, President, I will ask the Senator
from Virigina a guestion in relation to the appropriation for
Binghamton, which is $100,000. I noticed a moment ago that
great care was taken to insert after an item appropriating $1,250
the words “or so much thereof as may be necessary.” If it
was important to add those words there, why would it not be
well to add them here?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I have no objection, Mr. Presi-
dent, to having those words added. I move that the language
suggested by the Senator from Washington be inserted at the
point to which he refers.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Virginia will be stated.

The Secrerary. On page 8, line 2, after the sum “ $100,000,”
it is proposed to insert * or so much thereof as may be neces-
sary,” so as to read—

Binghamton, N. Y,, post office, courthouse, ete.: For site, $100,000,
or s0 much thereof as may be necessary.

The amendment was agreed to,

The bill was reported to the Senate as amenided, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time. 7

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I ask the Senate to pro-
ceed to the consideration of the unfinished business.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (S. 881) to declare the purpose of the
people of the United States as to the future political status
of the people of the Philippine Islands, and to provide a more
auntonomous government for those islands.

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President, my observations will be brief,
as usual.

Before the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE] offered his
amendment or substitute I felt, and I think a majority of the
Senate felt, that this important matter would be disposed of
wisely and honorably and satisfactorily by the enactment of
the bill as it eame from the committee. The bill was drawn
with great care. It met the views of the President and all
those now in authority in the Philippine Islands. It has been
under consideration and subject to criticism for two years.
The committee heard many witnesses whose opinions were en-
titled to great credit because of their long experience in the
islands and their study of the problem which faces us there.
If my recollection is correct, not a single witness believed that
the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands ecould maintain a
stable and just government now or at any time within four

ears.
% Gen. McIntyre, Chief of the Bureau of Insular Affairs, in his
testimony before the committee stated the case very eclearly,
as it seems to me. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. "Reen]
asked him this question:

Is it your opinion that if these people are turned loose to work out
their own salvation they will maintain a stable government there and
become more and more educated and civilized and competent to take

care of themselves?
Gen. McINTYRE. Well, the theory of this bill is that at this time they

are not.

Senator REEp, I say, is it your opinion that they will, if they are
given the right to govern selves—will they develop along the
ri%:t lines?

en. McInTrre. Do you mean if they were given independence to-day?
Senator Remp, Oh, no; in a reascnable time.
IxTrns, Well,' I tuunk that would h.u.va to lbetstndjed b
carefully at the time, or REEp. My disposition is to think tha
that is somewhat in fhe future.

There were Senators on the committee who wanted the
United States to be relieved of all responsibility in the islands
as soon as possible; but I think those ‘Senators felt that we
conld not abandon now a plain duty to a people whose guardian-
ship we had solemnly assumed. The bill received the nnanimous
support of the Democrats on the committee, and I think the
Republican opposition was mainly directed to the preamble.

From the first the effort of the committee was to get at the
wise and safe thing to do in a nonpartisan spirit, and I think
the Democratic members of the committee deserve great credit
for the wise and impartial way in which they accomplished
their work.

But now, Mr. President, the wind has changed, and I think It
is blowing from a very dangerous quarfer. As soon as I could
I submitted the substitute offered by the Senator from Arkan-
sas to two men in high authority in the military and naval
service of the United States. Both of them agreed that for
us to retain responsibilities in the islands of any name or nature
in conjunction with other nations would be a dangerous thing
to do.

Gov. Martin, in his statement before the committee upon this
question, gave the following answer in response to this question
by the chairman:

ose we had an international agreement with JaBsn.
hili;

Supp Gmn&m
Great Britaln to maintain the independence of the m?l%;ne I 111:11!i
do you think the Philippine Islands would still be a difft in case o

war or Hkely to oke a war?
Mr. MarTIN. I asked thn.tgd on in Manila not long ago of a gen-
tleman whose opinion I wanted. There were some foreign sallors in

who were on what we call the Luneta. That is an open fleld.
It runs between the sea and the eity. It is territory that is reclaimed
from the sea. He sald, *“I would expect within a few months some
drunken sailors would into a riot or a fight with some Filipinos on
the Luneta, and that t nation would say the Filipino people have
violated the terms of the neutrallty nfreement.“ I am not opposing
neutrality. I am only saying that if I were In charge of it when we
leave the islands I would leave under such conditions that we would not
be in danger of becoming involved in war.

At another place the SBenator from Colorado [Mr. SHA¥rROoTH]
asked this question:

‘What is your suggestion with relation to any protectorate or any
lﬁaneﬂt with other nations with respect to the neutrality of the
Philippines?
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Mr. MarTix, I would do anything I could for the benefit of the Philip-
pine Islands, but when we leave I would leave bag and baggage,

Mr. President, it has seemed to me that great benefit would
result to the United States by reason of our possession of the
Philippine Islands if we could say to the world some day, * We
once took a weak people, gave them strength, and let them go.”
Nobody knows now whether this is possible or not. But if the
amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas is adopted,
or any amendment that gives the inhabitants of the Philippine
Islands their independence within the next four years, we may
safely conclude that the American lives which have been sacri-
ficed in the islands and the money which has been expended
there will go for naught; the most interesting experiment in
history, the most landable and honorable in history, will fail.
And what may be much worse, if we quit now the world will
say that we quit to save money or because we were afraid to
remain.

I regret that the party responsible for this legislation, the
framers and proposers of the committee report, have so sud-
denly changed their position, and I am wondering if history is
again to repeat itself and a wise and safe disposition of a most
important question is to be abandoned because the party re-
sponsible for this bill, at some time in the past, made promises
to do an unwise and an unsafe thing.

It ig true that the bill as reported by the committee is not in
accord with Democratic platform promises, The first time I
read the bill after it was referred to the committee it seemed to
me that it was in direct harmony with Republican promises and
pledges to the Filipinos and directly contrary to Democratic
pledges.

P’resident McKinley, in 1900, in Chicago, said:

The War with Spain was undertaken, not that the United States should
increase Its territory, but that oppression at our very doors should be
stopped. This noble sentiment must continue to animate us and we
must glve to the world the full demonstration of the sincerity of our
purpose.

If President McKinley meant anything in 1900, he meant pre-
cisely what the committee bill means. Step by step we must
do our best to prepare the Filipinos for independence, and when
prepared, or after they have had a fair and reasonable chance
to prepare, we may honorably let them go. I was congratulat-
ing myself that the Democratic Party had abandoned its mis-
taken views expressed in 1900, and I hoped that nothing would
be found in any Demoeratic platform that would compel the
majority to turn from the path of safety and wisdom.

It ig true that in 1900 the Democratic platform denounced our
occupation of the Philippine Islands and Porto Rico as an act
of criminal aggression and Democratic orators accused Presi-
dent MeKinley of imperialistic ambitions, but now a Demo-
cratic President and those in authority in the Philippine Islands
amnd Porto Rico can not find words strong enough to express
their approval of the work done there. I might say, in passing,
that if the same high purposes had been accorded to President
McKinley in 1900 that are accorded to him now many precious
lives would have been saved.

President Wilson, in his message to Congress in 1913, in dis-
cussing this matter, referring to our island possessions, said:

These are all matters of vital domestic concern, and besides them,
outside the charmed circle of our own national life in which our affec
tions command us, as wel! as our consciences, there stand out our obll-

tlons toward our territorles oversea, Here we are trustees. Porto

ico, Hawalil, the Philippines, are ours, indeed, but not ours to do what
we please with. Such territories, once reguded as mere possessions,
are no longer to be selﬂshly [ Iolted they are t of the domain of
ublic conscience and of serviceable and enlightened statesmanship.
We must administer them for the people who live in them and with the
same sense of responsibility to them as toward our own la in our
domestic affairs. No doubt we shall successfully enoug nd Porto
Rico and the Hawailan Islands to ourselves by ties of Justicc and inter-
est and affection, but the pertormance of our duty townrd the Phili
pines is a more diffieult and debatable matter, fy
obligations of generous justice toward the people ot Porto Rico by
giving them the ample and familiar rights and privileges accorded our
own citizens in our own Territorles and our obligations toward the peo-
ple of Hawali by pertectini_ the provisions for self-government already
granted them, but in the lipplnes we must go further. We must
old steadlly in view their ultimate Independence, and we must move
toward the time of that independence as steadily as the wn can be
cleared and the foundations thoughtfully and permanently

Acting under the authority conferred upon the President bf Congress.
I have already accorded the people of the !nla.nr.la a majorlty
houses of their legislative bod appointing five instead of four nntlva
citizens to the membership o e commissio! I believe that in this
way we shall make prcof of their capacity in counsel and thelr sense
of res onslhlllty in the exercise of political power, and that the suc-
cess of this step will be sure to clear our view for the steps which are
to follow. Step by step we should extend and perfect the system of
self-government in the islands, making test of them and modlfyini
them as experience discloses their successes and their ta ures ; tha
we should more and more put under the control of tha na tive citizens
of the nrrhlfrelngo the essential instruments of their life, their local
instrurentaiities of government, their all the interests
of their communities, and so‘l;{l counsel and experience set u? gov-
ernment which all the world 1 see to be au!tnble to a Ll:»eo‘p e w
affairs are under their dwn control. At last, I hope and believe, we

are beginning to gain the confidence of the Filipino es. By thoir

counsel and experience, rather than by our own, we how
best to serve them and how soon it will be posalble and wise to with-
draw our su]{ervlalon. Let us once find the path and set out with firm
:ggncggﬂd tread upon it and we shall not wander from it or linger

I had hoped that this vindication of the Republican control
of the islands and our purposes in going there and our purpose
in remaining there was as sincere as it is well deserved.

Of course I could not forget that in 1900 the same platform
that denounced our occupation of the Philippine Islands and
Porto Rico as an act of criminal aggression also denounced the
gold standard, and that the candicate of the Democratic Party
fn 1900 had two missions in life, one to free the Philippine
islanders and one to free silver and save mankind from cruci-
fixion upon a cross of gold. Fortunately he failed in both. We
all agree to that now. Certainly we all agree that it was fortu-
nate that he failed in his determination to abolish the gold
standard. This is evidenced by the fact that the Democratic
Party in the last campaign claimed all the credit for the wise
protection thrown around the gold standard in the new Federal
banking act. But I tremble when I recall the fact that the
Federal reserve act was greatly marred, and I think largely
deprived of its ultimate usefulness, because somebody at the
eleventh hour discovered a plank in the Democratic platform
which compelled Democratic Senators to vote against a single
central bank, a system that would have been free from the
domination of political appointees, and which would probably
have done business enough to pay running expenses. I was
sorry, and I think a great many Democrats were sorry, that the
Democratic platform stood in the way of a single-bank system,
admitted by all economists to be the best system.

But, Mr. President, not only on the Philippine question and
the money question but on many other important questions we
find the Democratic Party entering the Republican sanctuary to
scoff but later on indicating that they would be glad to re-
main and join in the hymns did not some Democratic con-
vention creed prohibit it.

I think it may fairly be said that such has been the rule with
regard to the treatment of Republican policies by the Demo-
cratic Party. First, violent denunciation, than painfcl uncer-
tainty and symptoms of remorse, then quiet imitation, and
then proud adoption if its platforms would permit. The tariff
question, by far the most important of all, may be said to be an
exception, but even now there are ominous signs that the Demo-
cratie Party will claim all the rewards for the discovery of the
tariff-commission idea, with all that it promises for the pro-
tection of our industrial independence.

But how may we hope that after the new Democratic com-
mission has been created and the Democratic orators in the
North have promised protection, as they always do; after the
Democratic tariff commission and the Democratic orators have
done their election-day duty—how can we hope that the Demo-
eratic platforms declaring protection to be unconstitutional, un-
just, and undemocratic will not in the “uture, as in the pust
recall and rebind Democracy to the fatal policy of a “ tariff
for revenue only.”

Mr. President, I do not say that this nnwise change of front
on the part of the majority with regard to the pending measure,
this abandonment of a unanimous committee report, is due to
a sudden revival of a lost love for platform promises, but I do
say that the Clarke amendment is in harmony with Democratic
promises and the committee bill is not, and that no other reason
of any force has been assigned for this sudden reversion to
Democratic platform promises,

It has been urged that we may as well quit the Philippines
now as 20 or 30 years from now because it is the edict of history
and experience that an ignorant and untrained people can not
learn the art of self-government from the bottom up in anything
less than centuries of time. My answer is that history presents
no experiment that is not the precise opposite of the one we are
trying in the Philippines. The South American countries which
have been cited as examples for our discouragment all obtained
their independence from a despot, and history tells us that the
leaders in these new republics either could not maintain order
at all or they themselves endeavored to set up Republican
despotisms, which are the worst variety known. The South
American countries were compelled to learn the art of self-
control in the school of assassination and war and hatred, and of
course it took centuries, but it does not follow that it would take
centuries for the Filipinos to learn to maintain order and good
will where peace and good will only are taught. It generally
takes a long time for boys of any race to learn good habits
where only bad habits are taught, and a very short time for them
to learn good habits where only good habits are taught. It is
the universal opinion that the Filipinos are not a warlike people.
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On the contrary, they are by instinct lovers of peace, and they
are quick to adopt wise customs and habits.

Gen. Gordon—" Chinese Gordon,” as he is vcalled—speaks
thus of the Philippine troops who formed a part of his forces
in the China war:

They are a fine, sturdy body of fellows, faithful and long suffering,
bearing hardships without murmurs, plucﬁy and never losing heart 51
defeat, and considerably superior to the Japanese.

I think Gen. Gordon was a fair judge of human nature in
the East.

Sir John Browning, who was consul general at Manilla for a
great many years, a most impartial witness and whose testi-
mony is indorsed by Dean Worcester, said with regard to the
Filipinos :

Rarely is an intertropical peog}e a satisfactor:
But this can not be said of the Philippine ay, who, in bodily
formation and mental characteristics alike, may rah»i: claim a place,
not among the middle ones merely, but among the higher names in-
seribed upon the world’s natlonal scale. He is characterized by a con-
centrated, never-absent self-respect; an habitual self-restraint in word
and deed, very rarely broken, en:epi when extreme provocation induces
the transitory but fatal frenzy known as *“‘amuck " ; an inbred courtesy,
equally diffused through all ses, high or low; b&tmfaﬂln decorum,
prudence, caution, quiet, cheeffulness, ready hospitality, a correct
though not inventive taste., His family is a pl g ht—much
subordination and little constraint; unison in gradation ; rty, not
license ; orderly children, respected parents; women subject but not
oppressed ; men ruling but not des'futic- reverence with kindness;
obedience in affection—these form a lovable picture by no means rare
in the villages of the eastern isles. -

And, again, Ramon Lala, himself of native birth, in his recent
work on the Philippines, says:

All the people are born musicians ; even little boys and Islrls of 5 or
(] {lea.rs of age play the harp, the gu!' ,. or the plano as if by instinet,
while their elders show a proficiency that, when their opportunities are
considered, is truly astenishing.

We are told what men are fit for who have no music in their
souls, I do not see why we may not expect a capacity for peace
and a love of justice in a people who have nothing but music in
their souls.

It is my belief that a very few years more would be sufficient
to save the Filipinos from themselves. It is possible that they
could succeed if abandoned now, but it is doubtful. Ten to 15
years more, however, would, in my opinion, give them a start
that they would maintain. Ten to 15 years more of generous
treatment on our part would find them with a generation of
mature men whose influence would leaven the whole lump. The
experiment up to date has met with unexpected success. Cer-
talnlfy nj}ve need not quit now because we fear the experiment
will A

Another reason assigned in support of the substitute is that
the Filipinos have an inalienable right to liberty—an inalienable
right to work out their own salvation. The word “liberty ” is
an attractive word, but we know that there are as many kinds
of liberty as there are liquids, and their effect upon the human
system is about as varied. And we know that the price of the
only kind of liberty worth having is sacrifice and bondage to the
law. The Mexicans are enjoying the kind that we may give to
the Filipinos if the Clarke amendment is adopted. The Mexi-
cans are now exercising their inalienable right to work out their
own salvation in the school of murder, arson, and rapine. It
can not be done. Where both sides are wrong, both sides must
stop and cool off hefore either side can learn anything worth
knowing. Two cutthroats fighting over a stolen purse are not
learning the art of self-control. When we substituted our sov-
ereignty for that of Spain, we became morally obligated to keep
the peace, and we are not depriving the Filipinos of their in-
alienable rights when we are honestly trying to teach them how
to save their inalienable rights.

Still another reason assigned for the immediate abandonment
of the islands is that the retention of the islands constitutes a
grave military danger. We took possession of the Hawaiian
Islands and Guam Island because they would be of great
strategic value in the event of war. Guam is nearer to Tokyo
than Tokyo is to Manila. If Japan should desire to make us
trouble in the Philippines, our fleet operating from Guam would
be nfulll'er to Japan’s heart than she would be to the tip end of
our tail,

Let us reverse the situation. It is a poor rule that will not
work both ways. Suppose that Japan owned 100,000 square
miles of land on the Mexican coast and the Hawaiian Islands
and another island midway between San Francisco and Hono-
lulu. Would we consider those possessions by Japan a grave
military weakness for Japan? If so, why are we struck dumb
with terror every time it is hinted that Japan is trying to get a
naval station on the coast of Mexico?

The fact is we are afraid of Japan. Japan knows it and en-
joys the situation. I give Japan credit for possessing ordinary
common sense. And, furthermore, no nation in history has a

one to eye or mind.

better record for keeping her word than Japan. She is now
helping her English ally because she agreed to. Japan feels that
she should be treated as an equal by us because she is in some
ways our superior. There is an economic reason why the
Japanese should not be allowed to come to this country, and if
our statesmen on the Pacific coast would treat that question
with tact and fairness I think it could be settled quickly and
satisfactorily to all parties.

When the Japanese cruiser Asama was in the Pacific trying
to help England overhaul a German cruiser she ran aground in
Turtle Bay. The Sacramento press closed its eyes to the truth
and announced to the world in red ink and large type that
Japan had captured Turtle Bay, mined the approaches to the
harbor, and landed 4,000 Japanese soldiers under the convoy of
five of her largest battleships. It was, of course, untrue. But
it is true that the Pacific coast did not think that Japan was
getting land 7,000 miles away for the purpose of acguiring a
military weakness.

How can we expect that Japan will respect us or fail to have
all the fun she can at our expense if we persist in lying about
her and her purposes? If we ever have a war with Japan, it
will be due to our assumed superiority and that particular kind
of pride which “ goeth before a fall.”

Mr. President, when this war is over Christian ecivilization
must take an inventory of its assets, and if these assets are to
include other things than oppression and hatred and greed, the
United States must help furnish them. If the world ever ex-
pects to be led out of the wilderness of ignorance and cruelty
the United States must point the way. To-day we are hated by
the world. We are the international partner who is taking all
the profits and sharing none of the losses. Our flag is a rag in
Mexico and a dollar sign in Europe. This is unjust to us. We
know it is unjust, but there is only one way in which we can
establish our innocence. We have been preaching peace and
good will to all men for 2,000 years. We must show our faith
by our works or take down our sign, We have put our hands to
this plow in the Philippine Islands, and we can not turn our
back upon it now and escape the consequences. Our mission in
the Philippines calls for courage, generosity, and unselfish devo-
tion to the right as God gives us to see the right. If we remain
steadfast we will light a eandle in the East that will never go
out.

Let us quit taking counsel of our fears and be Americans and
do our duty. Japan is now at war with several great military
powers. She will certainly wait until she knows the result of
that war before she begins one that would mean disaster to her
in the end. She does not like us, because she thinks we have
been caustic and boorish in our treatment of her; but she knows
that, provincial and impolite as we may seem to be, we would
fight to the last diteh and eripple her for good if she forced us
to defend our national integrity.

There is no good reason why we should abandon the greatest
and grandest philanthropy in history through fear that Japan
or any other nation will interfere with us. We may easily in-
vite ridicule and hostile demonstrations if we leave this great
and noble work half done because we are afraid somebody else
with an ignoble purpose will make us trouble. And we can
excite the admiration and support of the world by taking the
position that nothing will frighten us away from a righteous
cause.

I am for peace and I am for having all the tools necessary to
defend peace, but when I try to look into the future I see
nothing but wars and rumors of wars as long as a national con-
science is admitted to be an impossibility. If we pass this bill
as it came from the committee we will demonstrate to the world
the sincerity of our purposes in the Philippines, and we will
clearly indicate to the world that we have renounced the doc-
trine that “ might makes right.” We will set an example that
other nations must follow some time if humanity ever expects
to rescue itself from the fangs of war and injustice.

If the President has changed his mind and is now advocating
the Clarke amendment because he has inside information that
the retention of the islands will hazard our peace with other
nations, the Committee on Foreign Relations should be in-
formed, and that committee should take the matter in hand in
conjunction with the Committee on the Philippines and a substi-
tute should be prepared that will meet the situation safely and
quickly.

If the President is simply following the lead of those Senators
who are for the Clarke substitute because it is historically
democratie, I desire to say that this is a most inopportune time
for such a radical change of front. International conditions
are now such that any attempt to operate the provisions in the
substitute offered by the Semator from Arkansas, in so far as
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they seek to secure the assistance of other nations, will be
fruitiess.

If the substitute is adopted, and disturbances should arise in
the islands at any time within the four-year period, other
nations would be much more likely to interfere than if we leave
things as they now are. If this substitute should be adopted,
it would be very easy for any foreign nation fo start an insur-
rection in the islands. Ten thousand dollars would do it. The
different factions would probably invite assistance from the
outside. The United States, resenting the ingratitude mani-
fested by the inhabitants of the islands, would probably be
compelled to interfere, and a deplorable condition would be
possible,

1 thoroughly agree with Gov. Martin and others who are,
and have been, in a position to wisely analyze the situation.
When we quit we should quit “bag and baggage,” and the
amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa.which gives the
Filipinos independence after they have voted in favor of it,
which, of course, they would do immediately, is far preferable
to the substitute offered by the Senator from Arkansas.

If we are going to cross this bridge now, let us cross it and
be sure that it is safe while we are on it, and not try to jump
a river the opposite shores of which are invisible.

Ttight in line with the Clarke amendment is the prohibition
amendment, which was hastily and, I think, unwisely adopted
the other day. That amendment excepts native drinks and
permits their use. It was admitted that native drinks contain
much more alcohol than those imported. It is very clear to
me that the gentlemen interested in the traffic will change the
labels on the bottles from * whisky " to “ vino,” and the amend-
ment will be a dead letter. Some slight adulterations may be
necessary to enable the supreme court of the islands to arrive
at n satisfactory distinction between native drinks and -im-
ported drinks, but the sole effect of the amendment will be to
deprive the Philippine treasury of $2,000,000 a year in revenues.

The intentions of the Senators who voted for the prohibitory
amendment were of the best, and the intentions of those advo-
cating the Clarke substitute for the committee bill may be of
the best ; but when we are dealing with matters which affect the
vital interests of 8,000,000 people we should know what we
are doing, and if we do not know, we.should either find out or
let well enough alone.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I should like to have
printed certain amendments which I propose to offer to the
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Marrise of New Jersey
in the chair). Without objection, that course will be pursued.

The amendments submitted by Mr. HrrcHCcock are as follows:

Amendments intended. to be proposed by Mr. HITCHCOCE to the
amendment proposed by Mr. CLargr of Arkansas to the Dbill (8. 381)
to declare the purgose of the people of the United States as to the
future political status of the people of the Philippine Islands, and to
provide a more autonomous government for those slands, viz:

age 1, on line 9, after the word “ government,’” insert the words
“ republican in form.™”

Page 1, on line 10, after the word “ thereof,” insert the words * by
peaceful means.”

Page 2, on line 3, strike out * date of the approval of " and insert
the words * first meeting of the legislature rovl?]%d for in."” 3

Page 2, on line 9, after the word * doing” Insert the words “or
that the interests of the United States so require.”
be!]:’ﬂ.ge 2, line 5, after the word * at,” insert the words “any time

ore.”

Page 3, line 3, after the word * States,” insert the words “and of
other countries.”

Page 3, line 7, strike out the word *shall” and insert the word
“ may."

Page 3, line 10, after the word ‘* PhillP ines,” add the following:
“MThe President shall also require the Ph ii)ppine Government g0 rec-
ognized and established to assume all of the obligations in the Philip-
pines incurred by the United States under the treaty of Paris,

P“ﬁe 8, line 11, strike out the words * immediately upon " and insert
“ within four years after.”

Pige 3, line 24, strike out the last word and all the remainder of the
proposed amendment,

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of
a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will ecall the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Bankhead Harding Martine, N. J. Stone
Brandegee Hitcheock AMyers Sutherland
Bryan Hollis Nelson Swanson
Catron Husting Norris Tillman
Chilton Jones Overman Townsend
Clark, Wyo. Kenyon Paf;e Vardaman
Colt La IFollette Poindexter Wadsworth
Cummins Lane Shafroth Walsh
Curtls Lee, Md Hhepgﬂr{l Weeks
Dillingham Lewis Smith, Ga.

Fletcher McCumber Bmoot

Gore McLean Sterling

Mr. CHILTON. My colleague [Mr. Gorr] is detained from
the Senate on account of illness.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators have re-
sponded to their names. There is not a quorum present. The
Secretary will call the names of absent Senators.

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o'clock and 20 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 31, 1016, at
12 o'clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Sarurpay, January 29, 1916.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon,

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer :

We wait upon Thee, our Father in heaven, in the sacred atti-
tude of prayer, for inspiration and guidance that with clear
vision, high ideals, and patriotic endeavors the work of the hour
may be well pleasing in Thy sight and redound to the good of
our beloved country. Our minds instinctively turn to-day to one
of our martyred Presidents, whose untimely death cast a gloom
of sorrow and regret throughout the land. A patriot, n soldier,
a statesman, may his work live and ever be an inspiration to
men of every creed, of every party, of every calling in life.
Blessed be his memory.

And, O God, our heavenly Father, we pray that our 'resi-
dent may be protected from violence and the dangers which
attend him on his mission throughout the country, that he may
return in safety to take up the great problems which confront
us and bring them to a happy solution. And Thy name shall be
praised forever. Amen, .

The Journal of the proceedings
approved.

of yesterday was read amd

INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, from the Committee on Indian
Affairs, reported the bili (H. I, 10385) making appropriations
for the current and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian
Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian
tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1917 (H. Rept. 87), which was read a first and second time, re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order
on the bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Caar-
peELL] reserves all points of order on the bill.

PERSONAL STATEMENT.

Mr. SCHALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for five minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for five minutes, 1Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

AMr, SCHALL. My friends, I am feeling pretty proud this
morning, because through your kindness I now have a page who
devotes himself to my personal service. During a recess of the
Immigration Committee, whose sessions I have been attending
continuously since Wednesday, I was startled when Mrs. Schall
read to me in the Coxcressioxar Recomnp that the House had
passed a resolution pertaining to me, by which I have been
given the services of a page. The thoughtful, big-hearted gen-
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. HumeHREYS], unsolicited and un-
expected by me, offered this resolution, and the kindly spirited
leader of our side [Mr.-Maxx] assisted in securing unanimous
consent for its consideration, so that I now have the privilege
of the services of this page; and I want fo say to yon gentle-
men that I am deeply grateful, because this is only another mani-
festation of the courtesy and consideration which I have re-
ceived from everyone since I have been here. To the blind
man work is his pleasure, Whatever extends his usefulness
widens his enjoyment. By giving me the means of doing more
work you have expanded my pleasure, and released me from
bondage, and given me a freedom which expands my heart. The
helping hands stretched out to me along the way and the cheer-
ing voices which come to me from the dark are the inspirations
which make bright the otherwise gray days and give me a re-
newed zest and make life worth the fight. Whom the Lord
loveth He chasteneth. I have often wished that He had not
loved me quite so much; but you know Robert Louis Stevenson
says that =o long as a man has a friend he is not useless; and T
find that I have many friends in this House, and through their

kindness in giving me the services of this page they have com-



1916.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

.

1753

bined to augment my usefulness. T want to thank you, gentle-
men, and perhaps I may be permitted to say to my frlends
\\'lth full pride that—

In the fell clutch of circumstance
I have not winced nor cried aloud ;
Undor the bludqeontn%s of chance
ut unbnwed.
And all ti:e menace ot the yea
Finds and shall find me unnf.m.id

It matters not how strait the gate,

How charged with punishments the scroll,
I am the master of my fate;

I am the captain of my soul.

[Applause.]

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr., Waldorf, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following
title, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives
was requested :

S.3144, An act to authorize the construction of a bridge
across the Pend Oreille River, between the towns of Metn]lne
and Metaline Falls, in the State of Washington.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed,
without amendment, bill of the following title:

H. R.8235. An act to provide for the maintenance of the
United States section of International High Commission.

SENATE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and joint resolution
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and
referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below :

S,8144. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge
across the Pend Oreille River, between the towns of Metaline
and Metaline Falls, in the State of Washington; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

S. J. Res. 86. Joint resolution for repair and rebuilding of
the levee at Yuma, Ariz.; to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors.

PORTO RICO.

Mr. JONES. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
bill (H. R. 9533) to provide a civil government for the island of
Porto Rico may be given a privileged status. I want to say,
if I may be permitted, that this is practically the bill which was
unanimously reported from the Committee on Insular Affairs
in the Sixty-third Congress, and that it was found impossible
to get consideration for it in the House in that Congress. We
have again reported this bill unanimously, and the committee
are very desirous that it shall be passed by the House before the
anticipated congestion comes, because it is exceedingly impor-
tant io the people of Porto Rico that this bill be passed.

Mr. TOWNER. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
wish to say that I hope no one on this side will object. This
bill does not involve any questions except purely those which
relate to the administrative government of Porto Rico. As
the chairman of the committee has said, the bill is reported
unanimously. It has been considered without partisanship.
While, of course, there may be some changes made in it upon
the floor of the House, there is nothing in it that will, in my
Jjudgment, embarrass the progress of business or in any way
raise any political question.

Let me say further that the matters in the bill have been
so well discussed and thrashed out in the consideration of the
bill by the committee, in the last Congress and in this Con-
gress, that, in my judgment, it will take very little time in the
House, I hope there will be no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani-
mous consent that this bill be given a privileged status. Of
course that would have to yield to appropriation bills, revenue
bills, and things of that sort. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, let us understand
just what the expression “ privileged status” means. I think
the usual request has been to give a bill the status of a bill
reported from a committee which has the right to report at
any time, with the understanding that it will not interfere
with appropriation bills.

The SPEAKER. The Chair added the condition that it
should not interfere with appropriation bills or revenue bills,
so there could be no mistake about it.

Mr. JONES. Even if we had the right to do so, it is not
the purpose of the committee to interfere with the consideration
of appropriation bills. We will certainly not call up the bill
without first conferring with gentlemen who have charge of appro-
priation measures, because we would not want, in any event, to
antagonize any measure of that sort,

The SPEAKER. Of course the exception includes Calendar
Wednesday and also the Calendar for Unanimous Consent,

Mr, MANN. The usual request is to give a bill the privilege
of a bill reported from a committee which has the right to
report at any time. ] -

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not want this bill or any
other bill to get in ahead of revenue bills or appropriation
bills, so far as the Chair is individually concerned.

Mr. MANN. I think it is quite safe to say that the House
would not take up this bill ahead of any such bill.

Mr, JONES. I certainly will not ask that it be taken up
ahead of any. such bill, and we only ask that it be made privi-
leged under the rules of the House.

The SPEAKER. The genileman from Virginia asks unani-
mous consent that the bill (H. R. 9533) to provide a civil gov-
ernment for the island of Porto Rico be given the status of
bills reported from committees having the right to report and
call up bills at any time. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

ORDEER OF BUSINESS.
L]

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent that
after the speeches to be delivered to-day under special orders
have Dbeen concluded the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
YeExasie] be allowed 45 minutes fo address the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr, Hagr-
risox] asks unanimous consent that at the conclusion of the
remarks of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Borranp] the
gentleman from Mississippl [Mr. VExasce] may have 45 min-
utes in which to address the House. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, FESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to print
in the Recorp Secretary Lansing's last note to Great Britain
covering the question of seizure of mails and parcel post and
the tentative reply of Great Britain thereto; also an editorial
opinion in the London Evening Mail on the question of neutral
rights.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing a
note of the Secretary of State to Great Britain on the seizure
of the mails and also the tentative note from Great Britain to
our Government, and an editorial comment on the matter in the
London Mail. Is there objection?

Mr. BARNHART. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
I would ask the gentleman from Ohio if he will please eliminate
the printing of the editorial.

Mr. FESS. If it is necessary for me to have the request
granted, I will.

Mr. BARNHART. I will say that the custom of printing
newspaper editorials of all sorts and magazine extracts in the
CoxGRESSIONAL REcorp of late years made the ReEcorp so volumi-
nous that there has been a diligent effort on the part of the
Printing Committee and House leaders to eliminate as muclh
of such matter as possible. While I dislike to object, I believe
I shall have to do so if the editorial is to accompany the notes.
I have no objection to the others. The gentleman can get the
editorial in in the way of extension of remarks, and there are
other ways by which he can get in the newspaper extract.

Mr. FESS. My only desire at this time is to link up with our
controversy an opinion which I think is very specific in the
London Evening Mail. Of course I will withdraw that if the
gentleman is inclined to object to it, but I think the matter ought
to be in the REcoRD.

Mr. BARNHART. The only difficulty about the matter is
that if this is permitted probably to-morrow some other Member
may be on the floor asking for unanimous consent to print an
editorial in opposition, and then some other Member another, and

so it will go. I think the gentleman from Ohio can see the
difficulty.
Mr. FESS. Would the gentleman from Indiana object if I

made the request to extend remarks in which I will include
these articles?

Mr. BARNHART. I should have no objection to the gentle-
man extending his remarks. A Member of the House has that
right, but I should object to extending remarks for the mere
purpose of including a newspaper editorial.

Mr. FESS. Mr, Speaker, I will change the request so that I
may extend my remarks, and include in my remarks the Secre-
tary of State's note to Great Britain, Great Britain's reply, and
this editorial, which is an English editorial. I would not ask it
if it was an American editorial.

Mr. BARNHART. I object.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that on
the conclusion of the other special orders already entered for
to-day the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ricgerrs] have leave to
address the House for 40 minutes,




1754

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JANUARY 29,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MARN]
asks unanimous consent that at the conclusion of the remarks
of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VExaBLE] the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. RickeErrs] may address the House for 40 min-
utes. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

PREPAREDNESS,

The SPEAKER. Under the special order for to-day the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. Hexry] is recognized for 20 minutes.

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I
be allowed 10 additional minutes. I do not know that I shall
want to use it.

The SPEAKHER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent that his time be extended from 20 to 80 minutes. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. dENRY. Mr. Speaker, on Tuesday last the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. Maxx], seized with sudden war hysteria, made
a remarkable speech on the propaganda of preparedness. In his
remarks he conjured up a terrible dread of an attack upon our
country by some foe across the waters, and said that the con-
flict in Europe would probably last many years while the oppos-
ing forces are rapidly destroying one another. If his latter re-
mark is true and the warring nations are being destroyed by this
terrible conflict, common sense refutes his fear of danger to our
people from invading European armies. This attack against us
will not come. England desires our friendship and Germany
wishes to retain it. Both these warring nations will not aban-
don their land and homes to cross the ocean and attack America.
Each well knows that this course would leave either country
open to attack and ravage by the other while engaged in war here
with America. No one really believes that those countries, now
becoming exhausted, their armies and navies being reduced to
a minimum, are planning to attack us. In the present conflict
those countries are crippling and destroying their resources for
more than half a century, and must for that perlod remain help-
less to menace us with war.

AQAINST A LARGE STANDING ARMY.

The gentleman, reaching the height of his hysteria, cries out
for an Army of 250,000, 300,000—aye, for half a million men.
Let me say democracy does not want such an Army and will not
tolerate this demand. In my judgment, such plans of militarism
have no sanction in the minds and hearts of our people. True,
they demand a force for adequate defense. Who will oppose a
small addition to the Regular Army for use in times of peace?
We should all stand ready to develop the National Guard. Who
will object to adequate methods of training officers and provid-
ing reserve officers?

Mr., Speaker, I declare myself opposed to this plan of the
leader of the Republican Party in the House for a large stand-
ing Army, entailing the expenditure of billions of dollars. De-
mocracy has never tolerated this docirine of militarism thus
pressed by the gentleman from Illinois. The Democratic Party
never will embrace his wild proposal. It is abhorrent to the
ideals of democracy and the genius of our republican institu-
tions. In a recent speech by the distinguished Representative,
Mr. Davis of Texas, who through a lifetime has defended the
rights of the taxpayers and toilers, he foresaw and forewarned
the people of the designs of the Republican leaders and war
traffickers to burden the country with a stupendous military
program.

Mr. Speaker, it is a fact that the Republican leaders and
war trust masters are most ambitious for an era of militarism
of vast proportions. It is natural for the Republican leaders
to feel kindly toward the great trusts. They are the children
of the Republican household. They were nurtured and fed by
that party till they have become giants. They seek now to
praise the President and the party in power while they betray
it into the hands of the war traffickers as they magnify the
stocks of their friends and allies profiting by their actions. They
design to destroy democracy and return to the rule of the trusts.

AMERICA MUST BE NEUTRAL.

Mr. Speaker, this country has confidence in the integrity of
purpose and patriotism of the President. It believes he is truly
seeking the ways of peace. More than a year ago he warned all
Americans to remain neutral in the awful contest across the
seas. His warning was wise, and all who love this country
should heed it, and I believe most Americans have heeded it.
All Americans of whatever race, descent, and extraction should
occupy a position. of neutrality, but the gentleman from Illinois
sounds a discordant note, and his remarks gravely imperil
neutrality. Recently the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
GarpNER] undertook to array us against Germany and paraded

that Empire before us as an immediate menace and danger to
America. In an unwarrantable attack against German-Amer-
icans he sought to destroy our thoughts and acts of neutrality.
Let us hope that we have heard the last of this and other de-
plorable and inexcusable assaults by Representatives against
the German-American citizens,

FOR AN EMBARGO ON ARMS AND AMMUNITION.

And now comes the great Republican leader, Mr. Maxx, and
in deliberate and measured words shouts in our ears: “I have
much more fear, in the end, of war with England than I have
of war with Germany!” Ah, Mr. Speaker, what does his fear,
if true, portend? It means that this country, realizing its
duty, should place an embargo on the exportation of arms and
ammunition and prevent their shipment beyond our limits. I
am ready to vote for it to-day, and if the gentleman from Illi-
nois speaks with authority, we should hasten the hour. If we
must fight FEngland, let us keep our arms and ammunition at
home. [Applapse.] Stop the exportation of this deadly traffic,
amounting to millions and billions of dollars. If England is to
attack us, it is treason to further strengthen her forces from
our factories. If he prophesies rightly, must America sit idly
by while the J. Pierpont Morgan Syndicate, the money changers,
the war trust masters, and their ramifying institutions equip
England with modern arms and guns and billions of dollars
with which to turn and destroy us as a Republic? No, Mr.
Speaker; a thousand times no! Rather let us quickly pass an
embargo act. Inexorable logic points the way and forces us to
that coneclusion. Let us stop the shipment of arms and am-
munition to England by proper embargo, restrain the flow of
our millions of money to them, and thus diminish their poser
to destroy us, if we must fizht them, as the gentleman from
Illinois thinks.

THE FROPCSED BILLION-DOLLAR LOAN TO THE ALLIES.

Mr. Speaker, the distinguished gentleman from Illinois, Sena-
tor Jas. Haamvron LeEwrs, was right when he protested against
the billion-dollar loan to the allies. He said it was unneutral
and unwise, and thus fook a brave, patriotic, and justifiable
stand. I commended him then and congratulate him now on
his glorious American spirit. The loan was scaled to half a
billion deollars, and T am proud to note that the Morgan Syndi-
cate met difficulties and the loan went below par and was far
from being a success. The money and credit of the American
people should never be used for such an unholy purpose. In
supreme degree such acts are unneutral. By them our citizens
become stockholders in that bloody carnival of war, and are
thus interested, prejudiced, and made partisans for the warring
allies of Europe. It is an unjustifiable thing for Americans to
do. And if the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx] is right,
having supplied them with money, allowed the War Trust mas-
ters to furnish them guns and ammunition, now England is to
cross the ocean and fight us with our own resources. If such be
the case, the J. Pierpont Morgan Syndicate, the money trust and
the war trust masters, have committed a crime against their
own country by equipping and supplying an enemy to advance
on us. Let this miserable traffic cease. We should no longer
fill the maw of the war trust, but pray and hope for peace across
the waters.

OUR RIGHTS AS A NATION TO TRADE WITH BELLIGERENTS IN COTTONX AND
FOODSTUFFS.

And at this point permit me to say that the Senator from
Georgia [Mr. SaorH] and the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore]
are right in their contentions, resolutions, and bills touching
our rights as a neutral nation to trade with belligerents in cot-
ton and foodstuffs, and I shall heartily support their measures.
By her orders in council, her embargoes, interference with
our mails, and unlawful acts England has injured our legiti-
mate commerce in cotton and foodstuffs, and we should find a
way by retaliatory enactment and otherwise to require her to
vacate those proceedings and restore our lawful trade and re-
spect our rights. It is the duty of Congress to move by resolu-
tion or law and furnish relief to our farmers and producers,
whose rights have been unjustly and illegally violated by Eng-
land. By my voice and vote I am ready to assert our cause and
defend it through the authority of the American Congress., Let
us begin by hastening a bill to prohibit the exportation of arms
and ammunition in addition to what the patriotic Senators
from Georgia and Oklahoma are endeavoring to accomplish.
Yes, Mr. Speaker, let us hurry the passage of the ship-purchase
bill. Owur farmers want cotton ships and want them now.
Their cargoes are tied up and held in our home ports. We
should release them and furnish our country a merchant marine
to hasten this commerce abroad. The golden opportunity is
here, and we should embrace it by the immediate enactment
of the Alexander ship-purchase bill and furnish an abundance
of cotton ships and vessels for all kinds of lawful commerce,
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OUR GERMAXN-AMERICAN CITIZENS.

Mr. Speaker, to-day permit me to state my refusal to join in
the invidious acrimony indulged in by the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. Garpxer] and those acting with him against
our German-American citizens. Coming from a State where
many men of German birth and descent reside, I am justified in
bearing testimony on the floor of this House to their worth.
Having resided amongst them, keeping in communiecation with
them, and knowing their ambitions and ideals, I do not hesitate
to commend their loyalty and patriotism. It is not strange that
their hearts are thrilled and torn with passion and feelings of
grief and emotion wken their minds go across the waters to con-
template the horrors of bloody battle fields in Europe. They
think and dream of their ancestral homes and the kindred left
there as the souls of their people are wafted to eternity on the
smoke of the bloody battle grounds. Mr. Speaker, is it strange
that their minds dwell on these things and that their hearts are
there with their kindred? And thus we may view the natives
and descendants of any race of people from any land. In our
hearts we must make just allowance for their thoughts, emo-
tions, and actions. I shall not now or hereafter sympathize with
these attacks on the German-Americans of our country, but
repel them.

Myr. Speaker, by the votes of Texas constituencies two great
German-Amerieans sat as Representatives on this floor, Hon.
Gustave Schleicher and Hon. Rudelph Kleberg. They reflected
credit upon the imperial State of Texas and brought honor to
that Commonwealth. Their people mingled their blood with
Texan-Americans and produced a noble strain of manhood. We
are proud of that commingled blood, and I assert to-day that
there is no nobler type of citizenship anywhere than the German-
Americans of Texas. In business they are models of honor, in-
dustry, and success ; in farm life their homes become the charm
and ndmiration of the countryside. As law-abiding citizens
they are unsurpassed and perhaps unequaled by any race of
people, Inhabiting vast areas of Texas, richer than the Valley
of the Nile and more beautiful than the Vale of Cashmere, they
have made my native State blossom as the rose. They have
brought weanlth, happiness, contentment, and unbounded pros-
perity to our people, 3

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois, the leader of his
party in the House, proclaims that he has *“much more fear,
in the end, of war with England than of war with Germany.”
Let us pray that it may not come with England or with any
country, but if it must come from England or any other foe, when
our towns are bombarded and our land invaded you will find
the German-Americans under our flag in the very front of battle
locking arms and joining step with native Americans, with the

Irigh. the Dane, the Bohemian, the Italian, the Swede, the Jew, |.

and those of English ancestry as well. [Applause,] Texas will
furnish 50,000 German-American youths to save our honor and
preserve our country. They will be found intensely loyal in
the service of Ameriea. If war with England or any other nation
must come, in common with all Americans the German-Amer-
icans will proudly carry the honor of their country into battle
and contribute to repeat our victories of Kings Mountain, New
Orleans, and many bloody fields of battle when the crest of
England was laid low by our arms. [Applause.]
AGAINST STAM[ TAXES AND FOR INCREASING THE INCOME TAX.

Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Illinois and those acting
with him are to force upon this country a vast standing army
and the hateful doctrine of militarism, we must take account of
the method of raising the money by taxation to meet their de-
mands. As for me, I am against odions stamp taxes and think
they should be repealed and should not be repeated. [Applause
on the Republican side.] TFurther excise taxes at this time
should be eschewed, and we should guickly amend our income-
tax laws and extend their provisions and lay the burdens of
taxation and great preparedness programs upon the backs of
the wealthy. Now will you applaud? When gentlemen on that
side of the aisle are brought face to face with a provision to
increase the income tax they are as silent as the tomb. [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.] The Democratic Party is enti-
tled to the confidence and support of the country for passing
an income-tax measure which has been held constitutional by
the Supreme Court and is now in full flower of efficiency and
should be utilized to suppiy the needs of the Treasury. If
$80,000,000 from this source is insufficient to meet our present
demands, let us double the ta: and treble it and force those
who enjoy the benefits of good government to contribute their
Just share of the burden.

And, again, Mr. Speaker, T would levy a tax on the manufac-
turers of arms and munitions of war, whd ship enormouns
quantities of their products abroad. Their wealth is increased ;
they are prospering beyond computation and gathering billions

of gains, and should immecdintely bear their part of the in-
creased taxes. They are making immense profits. Mr. Speaker,
the way is. open, the income-tax law is valid under the Con-
stitution, and in this generation we should turn our thoughts
to the consumer, the producer, and overburdered taxpayer and
lift the load from his shoulders and place it upon those who
are coining billions in war profits, who are piling their wealth
to mountain heights, in many instances with ill-zotten gains,
and go forward as a great Republic perpetuating equality
before the law for every man. [Loud applause.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Garp). Under the special
order the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] is recognized for
40 minutes.

WILLTAM M'KINLEY.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, seventy-three years ago to-day Wil-
llam MeKinley was born in the little village of Niles in the State
of Ohio. He remained there until he was about 11 years of age
and then moved with lhis parents to Poland, in the same State,
where, as his mother once said, there were better educational
advantages for the children. He entered Allegheny College,
and when the war broke out—then but 18 years of age—en-
listed as a private soldier. He was promoted several times
during the war, and at its close returned home with the com-
mission of a brevet major *for gallant and meritorious serv-
ices at the Battles of Obequan, Cedar Creek, and I"shers Hill.”
This commission was signed by Abraham Lincoln about one
month before his death. Maj. McKinley then took up the study
of law, For a time he was in the law school at Albany, N. Y.,
and later, returning to his native State, was admitted to the
bar, and began the practice of law in the city of Canton, which
remained his home until his death. He was elected prosecuting
attorney of Stark County in 1871, but was defeated for re-
election in i873. In 1876 he was first elected to Congress. In
1880 he was made a member of the Committee on Ways amd
Meaas, taking the place of Gen. Garfield, who at that time had
just been elected President. In 1889 lie became the chairman
of that great committee which drafted the McKinley tariff Taw.
In 1890 he was defeated for Congress and in 1891 he was electedd
governor of Ohio. In 1803 he was reelected. In 1896 he was
elected President of the United States. In 1800 he was re-
elected, On the Gth day of September, 1901, while attending
the exposition at Buffalo, he was shot by an assassin, and
there lingered between life and death until the 14th, when he
died. This briefly is a sketch of his life.

AN IXSBPIRING CAREER.

His was an inspiring career. Every phase of it has something
worthy of emulation and hope to American youth and manhood.

It would be pleasant to retrace the steps of his early boyhooil
and picture the American home from which he sprang; his early
school life and the building of character; his participation in the
debates, where he acquired that simplicity and directness of
speech which, with a well-inodulated voice and a strong earnest-
ness and fervency of expression, made him later one of the most
impressive orators of his time. I would like to dwell upon his
career as a soldier; the brilliant achievements upon the field;
that dramatic incident when, in the flame of battle, amid flying
shot and bursting shell, he bore the order of his colonel, after-
wards President of the United States, to a distant regiment.
And then, too, when Sheridan, on his immortal ride down the
valley of the Shenandoah, found him rallying his men, the first
to meet him and state definitely the military situation. I would
like to relate his struggles as a young lawyer waiting for clients,
and later his success at the bar, and his ability as a prosecutor
before the couris of Stark County. I would like to speak of
him as the citizen, loyal and true, and then as the man, his
gentleness and his many amiable traits of character, and par-
ticularly his constant devotion to the invalid partner of his joys
and sorrows. But time would fail me to speak of the many
interesting sides of his life, and so I pass on to his national

reer.

From 1876 down to the day of his death ke was in public life,
as a Member of Congress, as governor of his State, and as Presi-
dent of the United States. For twenty-five years he stood in the
blaze of the fierce light of publie criticism, and there never was a
whisper of suspicion as to his integrity, his honor, or character,
[Applause.]

HIS INDUSTRY.

McKinley was industrious and concentrated all of his faeulties
to a given purpose. When he first entered public life he threw
his whole soul and energy into it. He made it his business not
only to be a good Member of Congress but to be the best Member
of Congress that he knew how, and it is this difference between
doing a thing well and doing a thing the best you know how
that makes the difference between the ordinarily suecessful man
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and the eminently successful man. The extra effort which is
applied in the latter case has laid the foundation for the great
characters in history.

CONCENTRATION OF ENERGIES.

Then, too, the proper concentration of efforts along a given
line of actlonhi.s infinitely better than the diffusion of energies
over a whole field of labor, some of which may be profitable and
some unprofitable.

McKinley, in one of his speeches, said:

Labor is the only key to opgortunity. You are all here to do some-
thing—to work out a destiny, to discover the forces of nature and make
them serve men's uses and 's purposes.

McKinley while in Congress directed his efforts largely in one
direction. He sought to do something, and he found that some-
thing to be the mastery of a great political principle which he
believed meant more for the happiness of the American people
than anything else—protection to American industries. [Ap-
plause.] He applied himself day and night to that one thing
until he became the master of this great idea.

TEE MASTER OF A GREAT PRINCIPLE.

Some of his critics have said that he was a man of one idea,
and that was the argument which was frequently used against
him when he was nominated for President of the United States
and in the campaign following. But it is better to be a master
of one thing than to be a master of none. It is better, as Josh
Billings once said, " to known less than so many things that ain’t
so.” The men who have been great in history have been masters
of an idea. It is written in the Holy Writ that if one is faithful
over a few things he will be made ruler over many things.
MecKinley became a master of the great principle of protection,
and linked his personality interchangeably with it, so that when
the people of this counfry beheld him they saw, as it were,
in him the principle for which he stood. When the dark hour
of financial disaster, want, misery, and unhappiness came the
people called unto this man as their only Moses to lead them
out of the wilderness, and the master of one idea became the
ruler of many. [Applause.] But some of his c¢ritics said: “ Well,
wait; you will find that he only knows one thing.” And yet
McKinley had acquired an ability to so concentrate his whole
self upon the thing immediately before him that to every great
emergency during his administration he proved himself more
than equal.

The master of the tariff became the master of the currency
and the Commander in Chief of the Army and the Navy, the
master mind of a war between this country and Spain.

POLITICAL HONESTY.

Another characteristic of McKinley was his political honesty.
He was honest in his speech; he was honest in his action—he
made the one square with the other.

One of the most striking incidents in American political life
occurred in the Republican national convention in 1888, held in
the city of Chicago. He had come to that convention as a dele-
gate from the State of Ohio, instructed to cast his vote for John
Sherman for President. When Sherman’s success seemed im-
possible of realization some of Mc¢Kinley's friends began to vote
for him. Immediately he arose, and, standing upon a chair in
the convention, made this speech, so typical of the man:

Mr. President and gentlzmn of the convention, I am here as one of
the chosen resentatives of my State. I am here by resolution of the
State Republican convention, passed without a single dissenting vol
commanding me to cast my vote for John Sherman for President

to use every worthy endeavor for his nomination. I accepted the trust
because my heart and judgment were in accord with letter and
spirit and ume of that resolution. It has pleased certain dele-
gates to en£ votes for me as President. I am not insensible to
the honor they would do me, but in the presence of the duty resting
upon me I can not remain silent with homor. I can not consistently
with the wish of the State whose credentials I bear, and which has
trusted me; I can not with honorable fidelity to John Sherman, who
has trusted me in his cause and with his confidence; I can not con-
sistently with my own views of personal integri
consent, to permit my name to be used as a candidate before
vention. I would not respect myself if I could find it in heart to
do so or permit to be done that which could even be ground for anyone
to suspect that I wavered in my loyalty to Ohio or my devotion to the
chief of her cholce and the chief of mine. do not request—I de-
mand—that no delegate who would not cast reflection upon me shali
cast a ballot for me.

[Applause.]

After McKinley made that short speech the eyes of the coun-
try became riveted upon him. Here was a type of a public man
of which the country had seen too little, and from that hour he
grew in popular esteem. The people had marked the man.

HIS LOYALTY TO PARTY PRINCIPLES.

Another characteristic of McKinley was his unflinching loy-
alty to party principle. When other men wavered he did not.
When the McKinley bill became a law and the following elec-
tion brought his party to defeat, loud and angry were the criti-
cisms all over the country against him and the measure for

con-

which he stood. But his only reply was that the people had not
had time to understand the McKinley law, but they would see
in it their salvation. McKinley at this time, in one of his
speeches, said:

The friends of protection should not falter.
begun. If temporarily lo?i. itois nl;g t?‘l‘;e ven uaﬁ?e &fx’:’f&% ownlni
Ropreotntatives thad now. 1t 15 the ‘Semand ot ‘iné Woue ‘ot he
requirement of the situation. AR R TR s oy

He was loyal to the principle which he believed to be true,
in defeat as well as in victory. The strongest test that comes to
men is the test of loyalty to principle when seemingly engulfed
in disaster, but the man who courageously stands by his guns
will some day become the hero of the hour.

HIS TRUST IN THE PEOPLE,

McKinley was not only true to himself, but he was true to the
people. It might be said of him, as he once said of Lincoln,
that “ he was of the people, for the people, but never above the
people.” In his speech upon the life of that great man (and
does he not draw a picture even of himself) he said:

What were the traits of character which made Abraham Lincoln
m;;het, and master, withont a rival, in the greatest ecrisis of our
Ty :
simple,—-Lin(oln

What gave him such lnhfh wer? To me th
= ﬁd sublime faith nt{)]gn people. He ﬁnlkgdlw‘?isgte:nlg
among them.

He r zed the importance and power of an enlight-
ened public sentiment and was guided by it. i ¥

HIS AMERICANISM,

McKinley was, above all things, an American. [Applause.]
His whole life breathed the broad, true spirit of sterling Amer-
icanism; he was the produect of the American home and was
always true to it. He was the product of the American scliool
and believed that education was one of the foundation stones
of the Republic. He proved his title as an American patriot
in the fierce blaze of war. He was the advocate, as I have said
before, of protection to American industries. In a speech, de-
livered in Boston, he said: ;

Let England take care of herself ; let France look after her Interests;
let Germany take care of her own people; but let Americans look
after America.

[Applause.]

He believed in an Army and a Navy strong enough to protect
American interests and American citizens on land and sea wher-
ever they might be. [Applause.] In his last speech at Buffalo,
in referring to our merchant marine, he said:

We must en our merchant marine ; we must have more ships;
they must be under the American flag, huilt. manned, and owned by
Americans.

[Applause.]

He further declared in favor of building an Isthmian Canal
to connect the two oceans, and also the construction of a cable
to the Orient. He realized that the Spanish-American War had
opened the door of enlarged responsibilities for us as a Nation;
that it had made us a world power whether we liked it or not,
and his great speech at Buffalo was undoubtedly his conception
of the course which our Ship of State should sail on the larger
sea of international opportunity.

FATTH IN GOD EXEMPLIFIED IN LIFE AND DEATH.

McKinley was a man of faith. He had faith in himself, faith
in the people, and, above all, faith in God. He believed that
nations as well as individuals were but the instruments of the
Almighty’s power and purpose. He believed that men were
raised up in great national emergencies to meet the problems of
the hour. He sought by earnest living and Christian prayer to
keep himself so close to his Maker as to be ever receptive to the
gentle droppings of Divine Will.

Great in life but magnificent in death. What artist in all the
world can ever picture this Christinn’s death? When the as-
sassin had accomplished his murderous intent his hand was
raised to stay the angry people, and, with compassion for the
wreteh, he murmured, * Don’t hurt him; God lelp him.” And
then the solicitude for his wife, “ Don't tell her.” And then, a
week later, that last *“ Good-by—good-by, all; God's will, not
ours, be done,” Such a death immeasurably advanced the cause
of Christianity.

HIS GREAT WORK.

He died just at the height of his career. He initiated policies
on more important questions during his administration than any
President since Lincoln, and he saw more of them nccomplished;
he saw the great doctrine which he had advoeated all of his
life become the law of the land; he saw the gold standard per-
manently established; he saw our country on a firmer financial
basis and enjoying greater prosperity than it had ever known
before ; he saw our flag raised over Hawaii; he saw our Army
and Navy victorious on the land and the sea; he saw Spanish
tyranny stricken down on the island of Cuba and a new Repub-
lic come forth; he saw Porto Rico annexed to this country nnd
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the Philippines ours—ours not for conquest but ours to hold as
a sacred trust, for ecivilization, for liberty, and independence
[applause] ; he saw our Army lead the allied forces on to Pekin
and place our flag first above its walls. When international
greed would have strangled the Chinaman and dismembered his
Empire, he saw American justice, tempered with American mercy,
call a halt, and he saw American diplomacy turn the allied
forces back again. [Applause.] In the full tide of American
prosperity, when American art, science, and industry were at
their best, and when the American name was honored and re-
spected the world over as never before, just at that time our
President died ; died in the fulluess of his strength of mind and
heart and soul; died when it seemed that éverything called unto
him to live and to enjoy ; died under a Providence that is greater
than our own, which only the Christian faith is able to recon-
cile to the human heart.

When McKinley fell the Nation wept. No President was ever
nearer to the hearts of tlie people. There was no partyism in
our national sorrow. While one great party claimed him as its
own, yet his great eareer had long since overleaped the bounds
of partisanship. There was no sectionalism in our national
grief. When Lincoln died, at the close of the Civil War, time
had not sufficed to unite the North and the South and but half
the Nation mourned him; but when McKinley died all sec-
tions of our common country pald reverence and homage to
him who had been the personal embodiment of reconciliation
and reunjon. At the hour of his funeral, for five full minutes
all the activities of the land were hushed to silence. No greater
tribute was ever paid to man, :

The years have swiftly passed. Many more will come and
go. Generation will follow generation, but in the far-off distant
future when the recording angel of history, in the elear light
of lmpartial truth, comes to write the names of those who
wrought mightily for their country and their fellow men she
will place high on the scroll of eternal fame the name of
George Washington, the father of the Republic, and then
beneath she will write the name of our martyred Lincoln, the
prescrver of the American Union, and then, dipping her pen
once more in the blood of martyrdom, will inscribe the name
of William MeKinley, the beloved of Presidents, whose life
and character through all the ages will be the synonym of the
purest and highest Christinn statesmanship. [Loud applause.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By special order the gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr. BorrLaxp] was to have been recognized
next, but an arrangement has been made whereby the gentle-
man from Mississippi [Mr. VENapLE] is to come next. Is there
objection to the recognition of the gentleman from Mississippi
[Mr. VExance] at this time.

There was no objection.

Mr. VENABLE. Mpyr. Speaker, I rise to address this House
with considerable diffidence; because I have heard that it was
a tradition of this body that young Members, like children,
should be seen and not heard. But on yesterday, when I heard
a most excellent speech from the gentleman from Texas, attack-
ing, at least, if not directly, by innuendo, the fundamental neces-
sity of preparedness as enunciated by the President, the leader
of the party, and when I saw, furthermore, that no member of
his own party rose to his defense, but that it remained for the
gentleman from Illineis [Mr. Maxx], not of his political faith,
very f:llantly to couch his lance in defense and enter the lists,
I said to myself: “ Since I am a recent recruit from the body
of the people, I will seek an opportunity to express to this
House what I believe to be the thoughts and the ideas of at
least a majority of the people of the fifth congressional district
of Mississippi upon this gquestion.”

I think there has been much confusion of thought and much
confusion of exposition by reason of the fact that in the discus-
sion of this subject there have been linked together several un-
related subject matters, The necessity of preparedness is one
question ; the sources from which we are to get the revenue to
cnrry a preparedness program into effect is another. The sub-
ject matters that shall be taxed is a gquestion that is totally
unrelated to the guestion of whether a necessity exists at all
for further preparation on the part of this Government to pro-
tect itself in case of war. I think that in the discussion of
these questions and in their decision, if not on the floor of this
House at least in our own minds, we should consider them in
their due order.

If we decide that there is no necessity for further preparation
on the part of this Government to maintain American institu-
tions and American rights, then the question of how the taxes
shall be raised or should be raised becomes purely academic and
theoretical. If, on the other hand, we do decide that a wise
public policy, patriotism, and common sense and a learning of
the lessons of the current events of the day demand that this

country should make further preparation, then there will arise
for decision by this body the question as to how the revenue Is
to be raised.

Personally I am in hearty accord with the position taken by
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dies] in his speech yesterday
in that I think that money should be raised by taxing those
things and those people who are best able to bear the burden.
I think it is fundamentally just and right. I know it is the
only practieal method of carrying out the patriotic idea of put-
ting this country in a state of so-called preparedness.

As I understand it, the gentleman from Texas spoke funda-
mentally on the question of whether or not there be any neces-
sity whatsoever of any further increase in the armament of this
country, and to that I shall address my remarks. As I under-
stand the views as I have heard them expressed since 1 have
been in Washington, gentlemen differ about this question for
several rensons. Some hold to the position that no further prepa-
ration is necessary because this Govermment is already sufii-
ciently prepared.

Others hold that no further preparation is necessary, because
there will not be and can not be any war with any European
country, advaneing as an argument for that position that those
countries will be exhausted when the present struggle is over,
and hence they say any further preparation on the part of the
Government would be a useless expenditure of publie money
and a useless burden placed on the shoulders of the faxpayers
of the country. I am of the opinion that further preparation is
absolutely necessary. I realize the fact that this is not a parti-
san question. I realize the faet that this is a question which
presents itself to the patriotic heart of the Members of this
body and to the patriotisin of the citizenship of all this broad
land. But I regret exceedingly to learn that while some of we
De ts dre constantly saying that we do not doubt the in-
telligence and the patriotism of the present leader of our party.
yet we, by our speeches and our insinuations and by reiterating
the statement that the idea of “ preparedness ” is a propaganda
of the great ammunition forces of the country and the great
moneyed trusts and multimillionaires, thereby connect together
in the minds of the Ameriean public the actions of the President
with the aetions of the forces seeking their own self-nggrandize-
ment. The one+is a denial of the other, a misrepresentation,
unconsciously I know, of the position of.the President, but one,
to my mind, much to be regretted. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, my time is limited, and I must mention very
briefly the considerntions whicli lead me to the belief that fur-
ther preparation is absolutely necessary on the part of the
Government, I think there is a fundamental principle as a
primary premise, and that is that every Government worthy of
the name exists solely and alone for the purpose of protecting
its citizens in their lives, their liberties, and in the possession
and enjoyment of their property. No Government which does
not do that ean be worthy of the name, and any Government
which refusges to do so in a proper ease as against aggressions
of foreign Governments simply abrogates all functions of gov-
ernment in that specific instance and denies any excuse for its
existence. [Applause.] That, I believe, is a fundamental prin-
ciple that will be agreed to by beth sides of the House.

Understand, I do not mean that because some bandits totally
unconnected with the Mexican government happened to kill
several American ecitizens that that means that we should
declare war upon Mexico. I am talking about aggressions by
foreign Governments and not aggressions by individuals which
were against the laws of their own country. But what I have
stated, broadly speuking, as I understand it, is the fundamental
principle of all government. That is the reason that government
exists; that is the only excuse, as I understand it, for its exist-
ence. How can a Government do that, if that be true? There
are several possible ways. One is to be prepared, if necessary,
to use foree in the vindication and the rights of its citizens and
its institutions. Another is by persuasion through diplomatic
negotiations, by the warfare of wits and reason rather than the
warfare of armied and navies. Sometimes the one succeeds;
sometimes the battle is won on the battle field of diplomacy,
but sometimes that fails. If all men were reasonable, if all men
were “moderns” in the sense that they had reached the point
of the highest ethical eulture, if all men were amenable to rea-
son, if all men had “ modern” consciences and a due regard for
right and law, with powér of moral perception to enable them
to see the shadowy line that sometimes exists between what is
right and true and what is wrong and false, all the battles and
conflicts between individuals as well as nations could be settleil
by that method. But, unfortunately, while men of the present
age all live in the modern time and are moderns in a sense,
you can hardly find an anudience composed of several hundred
men where you do not find different stages of intellectual and
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ethieal culture, reaching from the stone age to the present.
You have men to-day in American life, gigantic industrial forces
they are, who have the ethical sense of a “ Blue Beard” or a
“ Robin Hood.” In almost any social assembly in Washington
to-day of any size, if you could analyze the minds and ethical
senses of those individuals, you would find cases of atavism,
where, ethically considered, some gentlemen are living in the
stone age instead of the present time, and they use the methods
of the stone age in their business and in their government.

That is the actual situation, as I see it, in the world to-day.
Now, you can not reason with a man unless he will reason with
you. It is not possible to reason with a man and show him the
right and expect anything unless at the same time that man is
willing to do the right when once he sees it.

Now, what is true of individuals iz true of nations. Nations
do not always, unfortunately, decide their controversies on the
basis of what is right and what is wrong. Most of the wars
that are caused in the world are caused for financial and com-
mercial aggrandizement, or possibly the glory of some reigning
dynasty. And when a country comes in contact with forces
like that, which essentially is unreasoning, that country can not
accomplish its purpose and defend its rights in the name of
diplomacy, because you can not reason with a man or a nation
that is not willing to reason, and you can not settle disputes
with a2 man or a natlon which is not ethically willing to do
what is right after the right has been decided. Hence, there
come times in the history of all nations when an appeal to force
or n threat to appeal to force is sometimes necessary ; not always
the actual appeal but the threatened appeal, the ability to ap-
peal ; for the reason that when you are dealing with a nation
which does not care anything about the right, which does not
care anything about reason, you must then defend your right
hy an appeal to some agency for which that nation has respect.
[Applause.] So every nation—I lay it down as a fundamental
proposition—must make some preparation to provide for those
times in its history wlhen an appeal to reason and an appeal to
ethical standards are unavailing, and when the only thing that
will avail is an appeal to force, either actually used or threat-
ened. The founders of our Government and the various ad-
ministrations that have followed one affer another in its his-
tory have recognized this principle. Hence, we have an Army
and we have a Navy. I think the use of the word “ prepared-
ness ” or “unpreparedness” is an unfortunate use of terms.
Every one is in favor of being prepared; no one is in favor of
being unprepared. If unpreparedness be a virtue, then the more
unprepared we are the better it will be, and the logical thing
to do is to take our Navy out into the midst of the ocean and
sink it and disband this Army we now have and be totally un-
prepared and entirely virtuous. [Applause.] But no one con-
tends for anything of this character. As a matfer of fact, we
are in favor of being prepared. That is not where the differ-
ence lies, The difference lies in this: That some say we are
prepared enough already. Others say we are not prepared but
that we have no need for preparation; we will have no war,
and hence preparation is unnecessary. Still others say our
preparation is not sufficient.

Now, Mr. Speaker, if it be a true and fundamental principle
that this Government and other governments must make some
preparation in the event of the contingencies arising when an
appeal to reason and ethical standards will not avail, it follows
logieally that the preparation must be adequate in view of con-
ditions. Now, are we sufficiently prepared? Do you know per-
sonally? No. Is there any Member of this House who knows
personally? No. Is there any Member of this House who has
spent as much as a week investigating the forces that this coun-
try has at its disposal? No.

Mr. DIES. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman over-
states that. There are many who have spent many months
studying practically this very question. i

Mr. QUIN. And I desire to say that I have studied the sub-
ject constantly for three years, and spent many months on it.

Mr. VENABLE. If these are exceptions, I am very glad to
hear them. [Applause.] I have spoken of the general body of
this House, and my statement is but a statement of individual
opinion, and if I have done the gentlemen an injustice, T most
humbly apologize. Taking the body of this House as a whole,
with men on other committees, engaging themselves day after
day and hour after hour in the consideration of other govern-
mental matters, as a matter of fact they do not know anything
about the Army and about the Navy of this country.

Mr. DIES. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VENABLE., My time is very limited, sir; I would like
to yield to the gentleman,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. VENABLE. They know but very little about the actual
fighting and physical condition of this country. They do not
know what industrial forces can be organized, and we must
remember when wars come hereafter they will be wars of mil-
lions of men and millions of money. The European war has
taught one lesson, and it has taught it thoroughly, that hereafter
when nations go to war they are going to war by millions. No
nation hereafter, a first-class power, will go to war except with
the understanding that all of its resources, industrial, social,
economic, and moral, shall be put behind the movement, because
science has so endowed the art of killing that any nation which
does not do that ean not possibly survive.

Now, we Congressmen know nothing about it. I say we do
not. I think it would take years of study—with all due respect
to the magnificent talents of the gentleman who asked me to
yvield—to know much about the question, for I am not speaking
of knowing a thing from magazine articles and the opinion of
some other man, but I am talking about knowing the thing itself,
not simply the opinion of this man and that man, but going to the
original sources and knowing the actual thing as it actually is.
No; the only means of knowing the present * preparedness”
of this Nation are the men, the patriotic citizens, those gallant
gentlemen who are soldlers and sailors by profession, who have
devoted their lives fo the service of this eountry, who daily and
hourly declare in their uniforms and by the flash of their scab-
bards that if necessary they are willing to lay down their lives
in defense of American property and American institutions.
Upon their judgment we must perforce rely, and they say from
their technical, aceurate experience that we are not prepared to
meet any first-class power of Europe.

Now, why be prepared? Is it wise to make this preparation?
What is the purpose of it? I have heard arguments which said
it would commit us to a policy of militarism ; that soon we will
be plunging into war; that the psychological effect of prepara-
tion would be such; that now, being peaceful and liberty-loving,
we will then become warlike in spirit and, like Alexander,
dream dreams of worlds on worlds to conquer. Sufficient prep-
aration is the best guaranty of peace. [Applause.] That is the
purpose of the fundamental idea of the President, He calls
upon the country to make reasonable preparation, and he does
not say that you have to adopt exactly his program. His cry
is for reasonable preparation. It is for the President to sug-
gest and Congress to enact, but he calls upon this country not as
a partisan, not appealing to party, but to patriotism, ealling
upon Democrats and Republicans alike, as all Americans wor-
shiping at a common altar of American institutions, to make
some adequate préparation, not for the purposes of war but in
order that we may have peace. [Applause.]

Now, is that true? Will it have that effect? Mr. Speaker, it
has been my pleasure during my lifetime to be intimately and
personally acquainted with two dogs. One of them was a little
rat terrier who had a little tail ecurled over his back like a
little corkscrew. That little dog's life was one long sad wail
of misery. He was kicked by every man he met and whipped
by every dog he ran across. I knew another dog, a magnificent
gentleman of his race. His magnificent head reared itself above
his ghoulders as the head of a lion. He was thewed and sinewed
like a gladiator, and his curved forelegs and staunch haunches
spoke of tremendous strength. He lived his life respected by
dogs and men. [Laughter and applause.] I owned him for
five years, and I caressed him when I felt like kicking him.
[Laughter.] Why? He was a prince of the house royal, a
gladiator of his kind, and he was * prepared.” [Applause.] As
a result of that he lived his life in peace, unwhipped by any
dog, and not having any dog to whip, admired of mankind, and
caressed by all, and finally sank to sleep with all his institutions
intact [laughter] and his personal and property rights thor-
oughly respected. [Laughter.]

The answer to the question of whether or not preparedness
makes for peace is one of psychology. What is true of dogs is
true of men. These gentlemen are from various parts of the
Union, some from large cities and some from small villages. It
used to be down in my country, in Mississippi, that sometimes
there lived in a community two men who were known as “ fight-
ing characters,” who took a pride in having whipped nearly
everybody in the entire community, but the first case is to be
recorded on the pages of American history where two fighters
in the same community ever fought one another. They had a
wholesome respect for one another’s prowess. They knew what
it meant, and as a result they were always for peace and for
adjusting their differences on a reasonable basis.

Is it true among nations? China, poor old China, gets her
coat tail kicked whenever anyone has the inclination. Maybe
that is a slander on the Chinaman, because I recollect now he
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does not wear a coat. [Laughter.] Whenever any country
wants a port in China they take it. Has not that been the
history of that country? But whoever took a German port or
an English port? Why? Because those countries were pre-
pared to defend the integrity of their territory, and as a result
of it they have never been called upon to do so.

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have heard much about the cost and ex-
pense. While I think the classes that should pay this cost of
“ preparedness "—since they get the most protection, since they
liave the most at stake, since they would lose the most if war
should come—are those who are of wealth, upon svhom for-
tune has smiled, who ean pay the tax without reducing their
standard of living, without causing suffering in the restriction of
their mode of life in anywise whatever. Yet even though we
had to pay, all of us, a little money, taking us in the aggregate,
we would not know we had paid it. It is much better to spend a
few dollars than to spend mueh bleod. [Applause.]

Now, as I understand it, the great argument, against any in-
erenge in the Army or the Navy is that it will create a great
military spirit, if that is what I understand gentlemen te mean
by militarism. Mr. Speaker, that question was answered nine-
teen hundred years ago by the greatest Teacher that the world
has ever seen. He enunciated a great prineiple of life when He
said: “As a man thinketh in his heart so is he.”

Mr. Speaker, it is not the martial music nor marching of tens
of thousands of troops; it is not the roar of cannon; it is not
the bugle call; it is not the miiltary airs wafted on the breeze
that creates a military spirit; it is the *thinking of men.” I
grant if we armed this country with thoughts of aggression; I
grant you that if we played martial music while having in our
minds and hearts the idea of taking territory and attaining mili-
tary glory ; I grant you that if as we drilled and heard the bugle
call and martial airs we marched to the tune of this martial
music dreaming dreams of congquest and of placing our heels
upon the necks of subject peoples, we would cultivate in our-
selves a military spirit, not because of the drilling but because
of the thinking. “As a man thinketh in his heart so is he.” But
if, on the contrary, we listen to the martial music and the bugle
call and we march in serried ranks upon the drill grounds of
this Nation dreaming dreams, not of conquest, not of war, but
thinking thoughts of home and fireside and peace and liberty,
thinking thoughts of defense, thinking thoughts that we are
doing this for the purpose of defending our homes and our fire-
sides, thinking thoughts that we are doing this to prepare our-
selves not for aggression but for defense, preparing ourselves
not for conguest, but, if necessary, if need should come, to defend
our homes, our firesides, our institutions, and our right to work
out our own destiny in the history of the world, untrammeled by
foreign powers, then instead of having inculcated in us a mili-
tary spirit we will become more liberty loving. [Applause.]
No man who has made up his mind that he is willing to die
for liberty would ever be the man to take liberty from his fel-
lows. [Applause.]

No man who has dedicated his life, his thoughts, and his de-
sires to the defense of his own home and fireside will b2 the
invader of the home and fireside of another. You have a large
Navy now, comparatively speaking. Do yon think the existence
of that Navy has eultivated any military spirit in the Ameriean
people? It has not; and yet, if we are logical, if a large Navy
will cultivate it, then a smaller Navy would necessarily culti-
vate it—to a less extent, but still cultivate it. There have been
& half million young men of this country who have been trained
and drilled in the National Guard. I have been a member of
it during my life. I have marched 12 or 15 or 20 miles a day
sometimes, and had a pack on my back weighing 90 pounds. I
have drilled; I have fought sham battles; I have gone into
camp; I have listened to martial music. Half a million of us
have done the same thing. Have you heard the National Guard
declare that we should declare war upon somebody in order
that the National Guard might have glory? No; and why?
Because the central idea and purpose of the National Guard has
been home defense ; and while we drilled, and while we tried to
equip ourselves, and while we listened to the roar of the cannon
and the rattle of the machine guns there was burning in our
minds the idea that we were training ourselves for the defense
of home and fireside and country in order that we might have

and the ty to work out our own destiny in the
history of the world. [Applause.] And instead of eultivating
in us a military spirit there has been cultivated in us a love of
our country.

As a man thinketh in his heart, so is he.

Myr. Speaker, I come from an old-fashioned State. They still
Burns and Scott and the romances of the past. There is |
A degree of romanticism among my people. They are not

wealthy in this world’s goods, comparatively speaking, but they
are pure-blooded Americans, They have never espoused a cause
in their lives that they have not been willing to lay down every-
thing for, as they have demonstrated on a thousand battle
fields. When they look upon the flag that floats from the dome
of this Capitol, they see in that flag a statement of the fact that
behind them, protecting them, over them, and sheltering them
stands the great American Nation, and they love that flag now
because it symbolizes to them their Government. They are not
wealthy aceording to the standards of other States, but I want
te say that I believe I voiee the sentiment of that country and
the people of my State when I say that I believe that if this
Congress should deeide, after deliberation and with all the facts
befere them, that this country needs further and other prepara-
tion, you will find the pians standing squarely behind
the Democratic administration. [Applause.] And one thing I
do know, and that is that they believe that we have in the White
House the greatest President we have had since the time of
Thomas Jefferson [applause on the Democratic side], and I do
know that the people down there, and I believe in the South
generally, expeet their Representatives here to hold up his
hands. {Prolonged applause.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the temporary absence of
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Borrawp], who has the next
allotment of time, the Chair will recognize the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. Rickerrs] for 20 minutes.

Mr. RICKETTS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that I may revise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Ohio asks
unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is there
objection?

‘There was no objection.

TAXATION.

Mr. RICKETTS. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
for 40 days I have attended the sessions of this House and have
answered to every roll call and listened to the many able ad-
dresses that have been delivered upon the floor of the House,
touching the merits and demerits of the guestions whiclh have
been brought to the attention of the House.

At the opening session of this House our distinguished and
esteemed Speaker, Mr. Crarx, whom we all, universally, re-
spect and admire for his fairness and scholarly attainments, in |
accepting the high honor which the majority of this House con-
ferred upon him, said to the House that he * hoped this Congress
would be a working Congress and not a talking Congress.” He
evidently had in mind at the time the great responsibilities
that were resting upon us in our individual and collective
capacity. He certainly clearly understood the eritical condi-
tion of the affairs of this Nation, and the enormity of the great
problems and questions with which this Congress would have
to deal in providing for our present and future necessities.

Probably no in years has had to do or to deal with
questions that were of smeh vital importance to this Govern-
ment, to the people of this Nation, and to our institutions. That
the affairs of this Nation are in a critical condition can net be
successfully denied. The facts are supported and sustained by
departmental and decumentary evidence, and are conclusive,

Now, it is not my purpose to criticize, personally, any person
connected with the present administration. I eclearly under-
stand that political parties are necessary to good government,
and I further clearly understand the wide difference of opinion
between the two great parties of to-day with reference to the
methods and principles upon which the affairs of this Govern-
ment must be managed and directed, and with this knowledge
at hand I have only in view, at this time, to present to this House
some facts and figures which, in my judgment, will in a measure
tend at least to support my contention with reference to the
methods proposed for raising revenue by the present adminis-
tration.

Axn important part of President Wilson's message to Congress
on December 7 last dealt with the present state of the Treasury,
and of the fiscal problems which the next year will probably dis-
close. The President said:

that the taxes the em mey revenae act and
A imposed by ergency

i on are to be
general fund :Fthe Tyeasury on the 30th day of JTune, 1917, wib
piluily

235,000,000. Adding ,000,000 for a safe working balance
for reasury and $12,000, to mect the usnal deficiency estimates,
the total deficit would rise to $297,000,000.

How to raise sufficient revenue to meet the ordinary expense
of the Government and the extraordinary expenses of the pro-
posed plans of “ preparedness” is the fiscal problem which pre-
sented itself to the President. The President's suggestions were
that, “All of the preseat taxes or their equivalents” be con-
tinued. That is, that the present customs duty on sugar be re-
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tained and the emergency revenue act be reenacted. In addi-
tion to this, retain all other revenue acts now in force. But,
this plan, as the President pointed out, will still leave " a total
deficit of some $112,000,000.”

He asked, “ How shall we obtain this new revenue of $112,-
000,0007"” He opposed the issuing of bonds for the purpose,
because, as he said, “ Borrowing is shortsighted finance.”
Mr. Speaker, if “shortsighted finance” had not gotten in its
deadly work when the Underwood-Simmons tariff law was
passed the revenues of this Government would have been am-
ple and the recent report of the Secretary of the Treasury would
have shown a surplus instead of a deficit. [Applause.]

The President says that * We should pay as we go.,” We, the
people, have been unable so far, during this administration, to
“ pay as we go,” and now new forms of taxation are proposed, or,
rather, suggested, in order to relieve us of the present financial
embarrassment. With 61.6 per cent of all imports entering our
ports absolutely free of duty; with the average ad valorem rate
of duty on total imports only 12.8 per cent; and with $41,000,000
less of revenue from customs duties than we had in 1910, the
President calmly advises Congress that “ The new bills should
be paid by internal taxation.” He suggested that we draw the
greater part of the needed revenue from income taxes, by
lowering the present limits of exemption and the figures at
which the surtax should begin to be imposed, and by increas-
ing the surtax itself.

He intimated that there are many additional sources of rev-
enue that can be resorted to, apparently forgetting for the
moment that if there are numerous sources of revenue in this
country it is because industries have been fostered and built up
by a protective tariff.

Forms of taxation recommended are: The tax of 1 cent per
zallon on gasoline and naphtha, 50 cents per horsepower on auto-
mobiles and internal-explosion engines, a stamp tax on bank
checks, 25 cents per ton on pig iron and on fabricated iron and
steel.

I can not agree with the plan proposed by the President. I
will vote against any measure that may be presented to this
House or to this Congress that even tends to increase the pres-
ent burden of direct taxation upon the American people. There
are other ways and means by which this revenue, so essential
at this time, may be raised that will not in any way tend to
increase the burden of direct taxation. The American people

* to-day are groaning under the great burden of taxation, and, so
far as I am concerned, I shall not cast a vote for a measure that
will even tend to increse that burden.

Thomas Jefferson, the founder of the Democratic Party,
believed in reducing internal taxation and that as much of
our revenue as possible should be raised from customs duties.
In Jefferson's time 83 per cent of the revenues of the Govern-
ment was raised by customs duties. To-day less than 39 per
cent of the revenues are so raised.

To place a direct tax on automobiles per horsepower is unjust
and unfair. The automobile has come to stay, and is a neces-
sity. At the time of its incipiency the automoblle was more
ornamental than useful, being frail and unreliable, but time
has improved it until to-day it is one of the most rapld and
economical means of transit and is being used by men in all sta-
tions in life. To the rich and poor alike it is advantageous and
useful in numerous and various ways.

In nearly all, if not quite all, of the States of this Union a
license tax is imposed upon owners of automobiles. The owner
is required to pay an annual personal tax, according to its real
value. He must, of course, pay for repairs and power—gasoline
or electricity—and should the plans of the present administra-
tion, or the recommendations of the present administration be
carried out, he will be required to pay in addition 50 cents per
horsepower as an additional direct tax. In the congressional
district that I have the honor to represent, there are about
0,000 registered auntomobiles, as shown by the records of the
auditor of State, the average horsepower of which is at least 30.
Now, a direct tax of 50 cents per horsepower would mean $15
per year that each and every owner of an antomobile in my con-
gressional district must pay as a direct tax for the purpose of
raising revenue with which to liguidate the current expenses
incident to the running of this Government. In my district
alone the automobile owners would be required to pay the sum
of $90,000 annually, to say nothing of the tax of 1 cent per
gallon on gasoline. On the farms, where automobiles, tractors,
and power machines of all kinds are found, this direct-tax pro-
posal to tax automobiles and gasoline would be just about as
welcome as a black frost in June.

In addition to the present war tax, if the tax program, as
suggested and recommended in the message of the President,
should be executed by Congress, it is estimated that in my

State—Ohio—the taxpayers would be required to pay annually
$9,834,921, and that tax would be distributed as follows: Bank
checks, $2,500,000; automobiles, $2,772,790; pig iron, $1,320,856;
steel, $2,352,068; and gasoline, $888,607. This estimate was ar-
rived at by taking the figures of the United States Bureau of
Commerce for the iron and steel production in Ohio; the statis-
tics of State Automobile Registrar Walker on the horsepower
of automobiles; the figures of clearing-house associations on
bank checks; and the report of State oil inspectors on gasoline
inspection.

The bank clearings for the eight largest cities in the State of
Ohio totaled $3,263,391,813 in the year 1914. Dank officials say
that this represents about one-third of the face value of checks
issued each year, as many are cashed in the bank upon which
they are drawn, while smaller Ohio cities, having no clearing-
house associations, are not included in the above estimate.
Taking $10,000,000,000 as the total clearings, the number of
checks was arrived at by dividing the sum by 40. Bankers in
several clties, after watching the business for a day, agreed
that the face value of checks average $40. This makes 250,000,-
000 checks a year's output. Although the President does not
stipulate the amount of the tax on bank checks, it is believed
and this estimate is made upon the assumption that the tax
will be 1 cent for each check.

The tax of 50 cents per horsepower on automobiles, motor
cycles, and internal-explosion engines was not hard at which to
arrive. Registrar Walker estimated that the average horse-
power of 182,000 automobiles in Ohio is 30. Although some ma-
chines are 90 horsepower, one-third of the total number are of
the make which has but 22-horsepower engines, while motor
cycles average 4 horsepower,

The pig-iron production in Ohio was 5,283,426 tons in the year
1914, according to the Government statistics. At 25 cents per
ton, the revenue would be $1,820,856. The last annual figzures
on steel production gives the total as 4,705,337 tons, which in-
cludes steel made by all processes—Bessemer, open-hearth,
basic, acid, and crucible. At 25 cents per ton, this would net a
tax of $2,353,668.

Ohio is hit particularly hard by the tax on steel and iron
ore, as its location midway between the iron ore and coking-coal
fields, its natural deposits of erude oil and natural gas, and the
excellent transportation facilities afforded make Ohio one of the
leading States in this industry.

The report of the State oil inspector shows 1,393,883 barrels,
or 71,088,033 gallons, of gasoline and naphtha were inspected in
1914 before being sold. At 1 cent per gallon, the tax on this
would be $710,880; but the output of gasoline and naphtha in
Ohio for the year 1915 is nearly 25 per cent larger than it was
in the year 1914, and consequently the revenue would be, in
faect, $888,607.

This, of course, is an estimate, approximately correct, and
these figures show just how the taxpayers of my State and of
the congressional distriect which I have the honor to represent
would be affected in dollars and cents. Think of this enormous
Additienal burden being placed upon the taxpayers of this Na-
tion for the sole purpose of raising revenue in order to carry
out the program and plans of the present administration.

I desire here to quote from the speech made in the United
States Senate by Francis G. NEwraxps, of Nevada, on January
11, 1916, in which he said:

Mr. President, the Democratic Party, after nearly three years of
power, is about to enter upon a den cam , in which its
acts of legisiation and administration will be up for criticism or com-
mendation. The Democratic Party is within a year of an election
which will determine whether its lease of er shall continue or end.
We have the time and the power before the next election to do every
beneficial thing we ought to do and to undo everf mistaken thing we
ought not to have done, It is a time for mutunal candor and counsel
and for efficiency of methods in devising and carrying out a definite
legislative program.

And after reviewing what this administration has done in
the way of legislation, and after clearly admitting the inefli-
clency of the Underwood-Simmons tariff law with reference to
the production of revenue, and that the apparent prosperity of
this country was wholly and entirely due to the great war now
raging in the Eastern Hemisphere, and after admitting that
were it not for the revenue secured to this country by reason
of the exports of war materials, munitions, and provisions to
the belligerent countries this country would be suffering from
general business depression, and after admitting that *if that
war soon comes to a close and the manufacture of munitions
ends, and, added to this source of unemployment, our markets,
now protected by the war from invasion, are overwhelmed with
the cheap products of the nations just emerging from the war
and eager to get back their gold, we may have not only an ag-
gravated industrial depression to meet, but a financial condition
fruitful of paralyzing caution,” And, after suggesting the many
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things at are to be done by this Congress in carrying out the
administration program, he says:

But where is the money to come from? My answer is additional
taxation. 'This country is not bankrupt. It will readily respond to
intelligent taxation which will be sipent in a general way for the wel-
fare of the country, and particularly if a large part of the additional
taxation is for public works, which will secure employment durln&aa

riod of depression, Regarding taxation, I am glad to observe t
he administration favors the continuance of the e r. tax,
The duty on sugar has always been a revenue duty. There has never
been o perfod in the history of this Republic that a sugar duty has not
existed, except during McKinley's administration, when a bounty was
substituted for a tax. This will prevent our revenues from being depleted
to the extent of $30,000,000 more, as is threatened by existing legislation,

I most heartily commend Senator NEwrLAxps for his frank
admission made in that speech. These admissions, coming from
a Democratic Senator of most excellent character, whose integ-
rity is above reproach and whose every word is as pure as gold,
is certainly conclusive proof that the present administration’s
program has been a most complete failure,

In this same speech the Senator, in the second paragraph from
the bottom of page 11, again suggests that—

The second method of increasing our revenues is to extend the area
of our income tax., All incomes of single men below $8,000 and of
married men below $4,000 are now exempt, The limit should be

reduced to $2,000 or sl,boo, and from this source fifty or sixty million
dollars more revenue annually can be derived.

Yes, Mr. Speaker, it is true that all incomes over and above
$3,000 and $4,000, respectively, are now taxable under the in-
come-tax law. This is another method of direct taxation legis-
lated by the present administration. To this law I am also
opposed. The exemption is entirely too low. It is the man
with the ordinary income, the comparatively poor man, who
suffers by reason of this law. The rich man, who is able to
cover up or hide away his money, escapes the operation of this
law, and the burden falls upon the man who is able to earn only
an ordinary salary. Every Member of this House has had a
taste of the income tax. You know what it means to have your
congressional incomes tolled. Please keep in mind that this is
another method of direct taxation about which I am talking,
~ The annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury for the
fiseal year ended June 30, 1915, shows that—

The total receipts from personal income tax were $41,046,162.09, an
increase of $12,792,627.24 over the preceding year. The total recelpts
from corporation Income tax for the fiscal year ended June 30, Isgn,
were $30,144,681.71, a decrease of $3,983,208.18. The Increase in the
g‘:rsunal income-tax recelpts was due, In a grea.t measure, to the fact

at the collections for the fizscal year 1915 were for a period of 12
months, whereas the collections for the fiscal year 1914 was for 10
months, and also to the further fact that the administration of the
law is now working more smoothly.

The Secretary of the Treasury, in commenting upon this law,
on page 17 of his report, says:

Many inaccurate returns are made, some deliberately and some
iinomntly and there are, without doubt, wholesale evasions of the law

roughoui the country.

This statement bears out my contention that the burden of the
income tax is more largely borne by the man of ordinary wealth
and limited means than by the rich.

In this same report, at pages 20 and 21, the Secretary says:

With the restoration of peace in Europe the customs dutles collected
under existing laws will radtmliy increase as imports from the coun-
tries now at war are gradually restored to a normal basis. How long
this process will take, no one can say, nor can anyone predict when the

pean war will end. Our obvious duty in the meantime is to provide
the revenue of the Government from sources affected as little as possible
by foreign war or external disturbances. This we can readily do, as
stated in another part of this report, without imposing heavy burdens
upon the people of the country.

It will be observed that the Secretary of the Treasury does
not suggest where in this report the remedy that he suggests
can be found, but by an examination of the report you will find
his recommendation on page 51, and I guote him from this page:

It is evident that the emergency revenue measure and the existing

duty on raw sugar can be continued with advantage. ;
.. This belngbgone, we now have to consider the new forms of taxation
which must resorted to for the purpose of providing the additional
revenues required, the major part of which is needed to carry out the
large program for national defense.

I shall have something to say on the question of * national
defense ” possibly later on in this session, but I do not care to
mix my subjects here. I am now endeavoring to discuss internal
taxation, or direct taxation, and the effect thereof upon the tax-
wayers of this Nation.

And, again, the Secretary says:

The total amount so required for th 1917 is $112,806,394.22
including $25,000,000 of expenditures foer {ﬁacrl’ammas Csanal in each of
the years 1916 and 1917.

And, again quoting from this report, the Secretary says:

With the return of peace in Europe the revenues from customs will
undoubtedly increase again, and in time a large part of the customs
revenues lost in the fiscal year 1915 wlill be restoreg.

LITT—111

But what about the customs revenues lost in the year ending
August 1, 1914, when the Underwood-Simmons tariff law had
been in full force and effect for about a year, and before the war
had broken.out? In that year the loss of revenues amounted to
more than $260,000,000, and this was before the war had been
declared or had begun in Europe, or before the effect of the
war could have been felt in this country.

Further quoting the Secretary, he says:

The entire amount of the deficien estimated on the basis herein-
before stated, for the fiscal year 1917, amounting to $112,806,394.22
{whlch includes payment of Panama Canal expenditures for 1916 and

917 from the general fund, and provides for the maintenance of a
general fund working balance in the Treasury of $50,000,000) can
easily be raised by internal taxation without appreciable burdens upon
the American people.

[Applause.]

This rank and reckless statement of the Secretary of the
Treasury and conclusion of his will not be accepted by the
American taxpayers as even tending toward the truth. The
present methods of internal taxation are most obnoxious and
distasteful to the American taxpayer without adding thereto
additional tax burdens,

We have only to take the report of the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to ascertain that during the last fiscal year, ending June
80, 1915, individuals paid income taxes to the amount of
$41,046,162.00. It was no small sum to be paid by the individual
taxpayers for the purpose of creating revenue. Under the emer-
gency revenue act, or war tax in time of peace, in this same
report, it is shown that the people paid the sum of $52,069,126.20.
This is another example of raising revenue by the present ad-
ministration—through direct or internal taxation. The corpora-
tions of the country paid an income tax of $39,155,5906.77.

Under the present plan of the administration, it is proposed
or suggested to place a tax of 1 cent per gallon on gasoline and
naphtha, which will amount, approximately, to $10,000,000 per
year; a tax of 50 cents per horsepower on automobiles and
internal-explosion engines, which will amount, approximately,
to $15,000,000; a stamp tax on bank checks, which will amount
to approximately $18,000,000 per year; a tax of 25 cents per ton
on pig iron, which will amount to approximately $10,000,000 per
year; and a tax of 25 cents per fon on fabricated iron and
steel, which will amount to approximately $10,000,000 per year.

The emergency or war tax in time of peace is to be continued
for another year, or until January, 1917, which will mean the
payment of approximately $52,069,126.20; and the individual
income tax will, of course, be continued, which will, approxi-
mately, reach the sum of $50,000,000; and all of these sums,
amounting to $245,270,885.15, are to be raised by internal or
direct taxation upon the American taxpayers.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield there?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. War. Erza Wircraas),
Does the gentleman yield?

Mr, RICKETTS. Certainly.

Mr, FESS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio if
he has made an estimate as to the amount of the tax now raised
by the direct method instead of the indirect method in per cent?
What per cent of the revenues of the country are direct and
what per cent are indirect?

Mr, RICKETTS. I have, and I will come to that directly.

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield right
there?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr, RICKETTS. Yes.

Mr. EMERSON. Does not the gentleman think that if we
were to have a protective-tariff policy all of these revenues
could be raised under the present condition of our imports by a
protective tariff and not by direct taxation?

Mr. RICKETTS. I most certainly do; and I think I shall be
able to prove that fact by the figures that I have collated. And
I want to say to Members of this House that I have taken
some time and some interest in searching the reports as to com-
merce and the reports of the Secretary of the Treasury, and
have gone over to the Library of Congress and considered all
these matters seriously, and the result is no guess of mine as to
the figures that I am presenting to this House, I think it is
important that the House should know all about it. [Applause
on the Republican side.]

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield there?

Mr. RICKETTS. Certainly.

Mr. BORLAND. In response to the inquiry of the gentleman's
colleague from Ohio [Mr. Exersox] the gentleman's answer was
that all these taxes could be raised by a protective tariff, rather
than by an income tax. But in that case the poorer people would
pay the bulk of the tax, would they not, whereas in the case of
the income tax it is the substantial people who pay?
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Mr. RICKETTS. Oh, I know it is the claim of the gentleman's
side of the House that the man who buys the foreign goods pays
the tariff, I understand that clearly. In other words, that the
Republican Party taxes the people without their knowledge and
the Democratic Party taxes the people without their consent.
[Applause and laughter.]

I want to say further, in answer to the gentleman’s question,
that if his party is right in its theory that the consumer pays
the tax, I want him to answer this question: He knows and I
know that the Democratic Party condemned the Payne-Aldrich
tariff law in one of the planks of its platform adopted at Balti-
more in the convention of 1912, They said in that platform that
the high cost of living was due to the iniquitous Payne-Aldrich
tariff law ; that the high cost of living of the people must be re-
duced ; and that if the Democratic Party was successful it would
give them a tariff law that would relieve them of that burden and
that you would reduce the high cost of living. Now, you gave them
the Underwood-Simmons tariff law, and, of course, the American
consumer is not to-day paying the duty that he was paying.
Then I want to know why it is that the high cost of living to
the laboring class of people and the people generally in the
United States has not been reduced one single cent, but, on the
contrary, has advanced. [Applause on the Republican side.]
In the fall of 1914 I said to the people of my congressional dis-
trict—to 5,000 people in the city of Lancaster, Ohio, a large
percentage of whom were Democrats—that if any man present
could name one single article used for domestic purposes that
he could purchase more cheaply under the Underwood-Simmons
tariff law than he could under the Payne-Aldrich law I would
willingly leave the platform and yield to him for his statement.
Not a single, solitary man was able to name one article that
could be so purchased. [Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. RAGSDALE. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. RICKETTS. Ob, certainly.

Mr. RAGSDALE. The gentleman has stated that under the
protective tariff you would derive a sufficient sum of money to
meet all of the expenditures that are now proposed. :

Mr. RICKHETTS. No, sir.

Mr. RAGSDALE. I understood you to say that.

Mr. RICKETTS. I take it for granted that you are including
preparedness, and the extravagant appropriations that are to be
made during this Congress?

Mr. RAGSDALH. Well, aside from preparedness.

Mr. RICKETTS. Aside from preparedness and the extrava-
gant appropriations that in all probability will be made by the
majority side of this House in this session, I say that a protec-
tive-tariff revenue would be sufficient. [Applause on the Re-
publican side.]

Mr. RAGSDALE, Why, then, was it that when your party
was in power in time of peace and prosperity they found it neces-
sary to issue bonds, even to dig the Panama Canal? [Cries of
“QOh!" on the ublican side.]

Mr. RICKETTS. That was certainly an emergency.

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RICKETTS. Yes.

Mr. FESS. Is it not true that we paid $232,000,000 out of
current revenues, for which it was unnecessary to issue bonds?

Mr. RICKETTS. Certainly.

«  Mr. FESS. Out of the $375,000,000 bond issue that was au-
thorized there was only $132,000,000 issued, because we paid the
other out of current revenues.

Mr. RAGSDALE. Buf you authorized the other, and did sell
a part of them instead of taking it all out of the fund derived
from your protective tariff.

Mr. FORDNEY. If the gentleman will permif me, that state-
ment is not correct. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will permit
this interruption.

Mr. RICKETTS. Certainly.

Mr. FORDNEY. There was an authorization of $375,000,000,
the proceeds to be used for the construction of the Panama
Canal. Of those bonds there were sold $134,000,000, and they
.were sold at a premium of some $4,000,000, so that a total of
$138,000,000 was realized. The sum of $191,000,000 over and
above the proceeds of those bonds was paid out of the general
fund, and there never was a year when any bonds were sold, but
that there was a larger amount of money paid out of the general
fund for that purpose than was received from the sale of the
bonds. [Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. RAGSDALE. Will the gentleman tell me, then——

Mr. RICKETTS. I must decline to yield further as my time
is limited. I do not want to be discourteous.

In the years 1914 and 1915, ending June 30, 1915, the amount
of taxes pald by the individual taxpayers under the income
law was the sum of $76,064,250.75, and yet the Secretary would

have you believe that this amount of internal taxation was paid
by the American taxpayer for revenue purposes without any
appreciable burden. It is high time that the American tax-
payer wake up and study carefully and consistently the ques-
tion of raising revenues with which to defray the expenses of
this Government. If he stands idly by and gives this matter
no personal attention, it will not be long until the burdens of
internal taxation will be absolutely unbearable and beyond his
ability to meet.

Every taxpayer owes it to himself, to his neighbor, and to his
fellowman to analyze for himself and ascertain just who it is
that is now paying the revenue in this great country of which
we are so proud and of which the American loves to boast.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Wum. Erza Witriams).
The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MANN. How much more time does the gentleman want?

Mr. RICKETTS. I should like to have 15 or 20 minutes more.

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Ohio may proceed for 15 minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from
Ohio be extended 15 minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. RAGSDALE. Mr. Speaker, although the gentleman
would not yield to me even for a question, I will not object.

Mr. RICKETTS. I thank the gentleman. The total revenue
collected for the year ending June 30, 1915, exclusive of postal
revenue, was $720,399,782.58; of this amount $209,786,672.21
was collected from customs duties and $415,5590,646 was col-
lected as internal revenue or as a direet tax.

Now, the total amount expended by this administration for
this particular period of time was $777,840,202.33, this being an
expenditure of $57,442,500.77 more than the receipts.

Now, what is the trouble? A careful analysis of the fore-
going figures will disclose that the present administration last
year spent $57,000,000 more than it actually had on hand to dis-
burse, and the major portion, or 61 per cent, of {he amount ex-
pended was raised by internal revenue or by a direct tax upon
the people. I am unequivocally against this policy. It is not
good business, and it is my conviction that the business of this
Government should be conducted upon a strictly business basis.
Will anyone in good faith contend that the methods thus used
and proposed are businesslike in their character? Would you
conduct your private business in this manner?

Now, what are the methods that have been used and that are
proposed? The appropriations for the last three years have
been constantly inereased each and every year, as shown by the
following table:

Appropriations for the years 1913-1915,

1913 88, 353, 840
1914 1,‘35?, 605, 694
1915 1, 089, 408, 777

During all of these years the Democratic Party has had con-
trol of Congress, and has been in the majority in Congress.

It is proposed this year to appropriate the enormous sum of
$1,127,284,191.63. 'This is certainly an unnecessary and lavish
appropriation of the people’s money, and, as a representative of
the people of my congressional district, I can not allow myself
to stand here silent and make no protest against it.

During a 10-month period under the Paync-Aldrich tariff law
the balance of trade in our favor amounted to more than $606,-
000,000. During the corresponding 10 months under the Under-
wood-Simons tariff law, and before the war, the balance in our
favor was $345,000,000 only. A loss of $260,000,000, or $26,000,-
000 per month. That was a loss of $1,000,000 per day for every
working day in each month, covering a period of 10 months, and
this period was before the outbreak of the war in Europe.

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield there?

Mr, RICEETTS. Yes.

Mr. FESS. Was there not a period during the first seven
months when the balance of trade was against us instead of in
favor of us? -

Mr. RICKETTS. As to the month, I have not investigated.
I can not answer that now.

Mr. FESS. For the month of April, 1914, the balance of trade
was against us.

Mr. RICKETTS.
that.

This deficit was made up in a large measure by the income-tax
law, which was passed in March, 1913, the provisions of which
imposed an income tax, or a direct tax, upon the people of this
Nation who should earn, if married, more than $4.000, or, if un«
married, more than $3,000 annually.

That distinguished and highly esteemed Democrat, Hon.
Cravpe KitcHIN, chairman of the Ways and Means Committee,

I accept the gentleman’s statement as to
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snid in his defense of the Democratic tariff law, recently pub-
lished in the CoxGrESs1ONAL RECORD.

It will be conceded by all fair-minded men, the Republicans and
Democrats alike, that the just and proper way to judge and assess the
value and virtue of the Underwood Act is to consider the effect of its
operation from its passage on October 3, 1913, to August 1, 1914, the

me of the outbreak of the European war.

I have just shown by the figures above that, during the time
referred to by the gentleman of the Ways and Means Committee
the balance of trade against us was $269,000,000, or $26,000,000
per month, or an average of $1,000,000 a day for every working
day. and I am herewith submitting a table that shows exactly
what the exports and imports were during this time in each of
the corresponding years:

10 months ended Jaly 31—
Merchandise. 1913 (Repub- | 1814 (Demo-
lican peace | cratic peace
period). period).
Importsinto United States:
Freeofdoly...cceneranssasansssnsasnssnncnnanans $821,608, 167 | §988, 187, 549
Dutishly:o et i it Ay 682,218,836 | 617,617,233
Gotalimports. . ...ieevevcaicciacnnsnennannaeaa| 1, 503,827,003 | 1,605, 804, 782
Exporis from United States:
DUENOREIC, =i vs s b i e s nnls Mg ey e an 2,078, 500,810 | 1,921,538,131
e Ty A e e e 31,965, 820 30, 040, 165
T0ta] XPOTLS. .. .cecvsnnesseasssssnceanannsansas | 2,110,466,639 | 1,951,578,296
Excess 0T eXports.......ccecemnicnncsnanansesnss 606, 639, 636 343, 773, 514

A careful examination of these figures will disclose clearly
that the Underwood-Simmons tariff law had proved a failure
so far as producing revenue is concerned, prior to the outbreak
of the war in Europe, and in order to meet this deficit we have
the substitutes that they call the “ emergency-tax " law and the
“income-tax " law, both of which are a direct tax upon the
people of this Nation; and I do not care what the polities of
any constituent of mine may be, it is only fair for me to present
to him the exact situation as it exists here at this time. I said
before, and I reiterate now, that the principle of direct taxation
or internal taxation is absolutely wrong.

1t is now proposed to reduce the exemption, nnder the income-
tax law, to both married and single men, making the exemption
of the married man $2,000 and the exemption of the single man
$1,500. This will eateh the mechanie, the engineer, the profes-
sional man, the physician, the dentist, the minister of the
Gospel, the professor, the lecturer, the merchant, and the rail-
road employee, and guite a large number of men laboring in
conl and oll fields, all of whom are comparatively poor men, and
who are by this method charged with double taxation on what
they are able to earn, and it tends to impoverish them and to
take from them that which they have earned by honest toil and
persistent effort, and of which, in many instances, they are
deeply in need. Besides, it tends to discourage those who are
inclined to save their money by frugal living and constant effort
and invest it in property. [Applanse on the Republican side.]

The President suggests that we pay as we go, and under the
present program we are asked to contract an indebtedness that
we shall not be able to pay for a period. of at least five years,
and it should be kept constantly in mind that if we should do
this about 61 per cent of this indebtedness will have to be paid
by internal taxation, or a direct tax, upon the American people.
I am, therefore, opposed to the principles of direct taxation, and
shall vote agninst the same whenever and wherever I have an
opportunity so to do.

The great question with the present administration seems to
be, How can we raise the money? The question as to reducing
expenses and saving money does not seem to be of much im-
portance to it.

This attitude impels me to refer to the “ economy " plank of
the Democratic Party platform adopted at Baltimore in 1912,
which reads as follows: :

We denounce the profligate waste of the money wrung from th
by oBfreesive taxa?!on %rnugh the lavish n;proprigatlons tol'e ?ggi?!]h:
Republican Congresses, which have kept taxes high and reduced the
purchasing power of the le's toil,. We demand a return to that
simplicity and economy which befits & democratic vernment and a
reduction in the number of useless offices, the salaries of which drain
the substance of the people.

What offices have been eliminated?

No reverence or respect has been paid to this plank in the
Baltimore platform since March 4, 1913, the beginning of this
administration.

The total appropriations of the first Democratic Congress
were, in round numbers, about $2,200,000,000, or $113,000,000
larger than its predecessor, and about $197,000,000 larger than
the last Republican Congress, whose “ profligate waste of money
through lavish appropriations” was so soundly denounced by
the national Democratic platform.

The appropriations for 1914 would have been $43,000,000
higher than they were had the Republiean minority in the Sen-
ate not fought the iniquitous river and harbor bill, which ecarried
large sums for the * improvement” of small creeks and un-
navigable rivers in the South, and compelled its reduction by
$43.,000,000 before permitting it to become a law.

In 1915 the appropriations would have been $11,593,000 more
than for 1914 had the Post Office and Indian bills not failed
to pass.

Does this appeal to you as economical on the part of this
administration? No, no; it is not economy. It is * profligate
waste,” a reckless disbursement of the finances of the American
people. [Applause on the Republican side.]

Further comment is unnecessary, but I do want to call the
attention of this House to a speech delivered by one of the
most able and conscientious workers in Congress, Mr. Frrz-
GErALD, of Brooklyn, N. Y., who, in a speech delivered in Con-
gress, said :

We charged the Republicans for 12 years of my service in the House
under Republican administration with being grossly extravagant and
reckless in the expenditure of the public money. I believed that charge
to be true. I believed that my party when placed in power would
demonstrate that the charges we had made in good faith were frue. We
are entitled to the help and support of the Members on this side of the
House in honest efforts to out the pledges of the Democratic
Party and in our attempts to gimw that what we charged in order
to get into power were true. We have not had that support. Our
Democratic colleagues have not given that support to us thus far during
this session of Congress. They have unnecessarily plled up public ex-
penditures until the Democratic Party is becoming the laughingstock
of the country.

No more able and conscientious Congressman ever graced a
seat on the Democratic side of this House. He was objecting to
the extravagant appropriations that were about to be made,
fully appreciating that the extravagance proposed by his party
would eventually subject it to severe criticism by the American
people, and would ultimately result in ifs complete overthrow ;
and I concede that he was correct in his conclusions, [Applause
on the Republican side.]

Let me su t here and now to the Members of this House
that too much time is spent on the floor of this Chamber in ex-
tracting oxygen from the air and not enough time spent by us
in studying economy and the ways and means by which the prac-
tice of raising revenue by internal or direct taxation on the
American people may be eliminated. [Applause on the Repub-
lican side.]

The proper method of raising revenue is the tariff duty upon
a protective basis. ' It will not be done by the Underwood law.
That law is a dismal disappointment, even to its proponents.
Its failure is conceded by the President in his request to suspend
its operation upon the item of sugar. I shall vote to suspend
its operation on sugar. I am heartily in accord with this
notion of the President as to the method of raising revenue,
and I ask him to suspend its operation on wool, and thereby
raise $21,970,499.81; upon lumber, and thereby raise a revenue
of $1,962,560.16; and upon agricultural products, fruits, and so
forth. In this way abundant revenue will be raised and, as I
said before, no one will feel the burden, and especially will the
taxpayer be relieved and American industries and American
labor will be stimulated and enconraged.

The revenue under the Payne-Aldrich tariff law for the year
ending June 30, 1913, on cattle, lumber, eggs, fruit, sheep,
horses, hay, sugar, and wool is shown by the following table,
to wit:

Cattle_ $1, 764, 650.58
Luml 1, 962, 560, 16
Eges (13, 588, 28
Fruit 5, 864, 220,19
Sheep 13, 909, 50
Horses 79, 330. 26
Hay. 621, 526. 98
Wool_ 21, 970, 499, B1
Sugar —- 53,134, 243. 63

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has again
expired.

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman
may have 10 minutes more.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from
Ohio may be extended 10 minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. RICKETTS. Under the Underwood-Simmons tariff law
these articles are imported into the United States practically
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free of duty, and the Government loses in revenue the sum of
$84,974,538.38 annually.

The claim is made that because of the loss of customs duties
on imports, due to a great falling off of imports during the
European ywar, is the sole reason of continuing the emergency
war tax measure and for the proposed increased taxation of the
American people. This claim is absurd, as the following facts
will substantiate:

For the 10 months of the fiscal year 1915, ending the last of
April, our total imports were $6,000,000 less than they were for
the same months of 1912, when a protective tariff was in force.
The reports of the Department of Commerce for this period of
time show tariff imports amount to $1,516,000,000. For the same
months in 1912, under the Payne-Aldrich law, the imports were
$1,522,000,000. So the record for 10 months shows that total
imports, in spite of the war, were almost as large as they were
during the corresponding months of the last fiscal year of the
Payne-Aldrich law.

These important figures give an excellent opportunity to com-
pare some of the features of the Underwood-Simmons law with
those of the Payne-Aldrich law.

In 1912, for the period mentioned, 53.5 per cent of the total
imports were free of duty; in 1915, 61.6 per cent of all imports
were free of duty, and only 38.4 per cent of our imports paid
any duty at all. The average ad valorem rate of duty in 1912
was a little over 18 per cent. In 1915 it was only 12.8 per cent.

In 1912, $1,522,000,000 worth of imports paid into the United
States Treasury in customs duties $285,000,000; in 1915, $1,516,-
000,000 worth of imports paid into the Treasury only $191,000,000
in duties. With the Payne-Aldrich rate of duty in force in 1915,
instead of the Underwood-Simmons rate, the Government would
have received nearly $100,000,000 more in revenue from customs
duties, a deficit would have been avoided, and the so-called * war
tax ” would have been unnecessary, and we would not have had
to resort to an * income tax.”

If it had not been for the European war, industrial distress
in the United States would have assumed alarming proportions,
The war did not shut off all imports, but it greatly curtailed
them, It has been stated in the report of the Secretary of
Commerce that imports for 11 months of the fiscal year 1915
were $1,516,000,000. For the same months in 1914, before the
outbreak of the war, imports were $1,736,000,000.

If the war had not intervened, the distress which marked the
year 1914 as one of the most trying years in the industrial his-
tory of the country would have resulted in a Nation-wide calam-
ity in the year 1915.

When in the course of time the war shall end we will find, if
the Underwood-Simmons law remains in force, that we are as
unprepared for the pursuits of peace as our present military
organjzation leaves us unprepared for the stern business of war.
The door of the past is locked and bolted. We can not undo
the mischief that has been done, but we ¢an do our part to
prevent the repetition of such mischief in the future.

In conclusion let me say that I again here and now reit-
erate that the principle of direct taxation of the American people
for the purpose of raising revenue with which to meet the
financial demands of this Government is absolutely wrong, and
I am unalterably and forever opposed to this method of raising
revenue.

Why not revise.the Underwood-Simmons tariff law so that it
will meet the conditions that prevail and produce the revenue
needed, and why not repeal the income-tax and the emergency-
tax laws and relieve the American people from the bondage of
direct taxation?

CHILD LABOR.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, with
the consent of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Borranp],
that I may proceed for two minutes to correct a statement in
the REcorD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia
asks unanimous consent to proceed for two minutes. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr, Speaker, if I may have the attention of
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Rickerrs], I want to say that
in an extension of his remarks in the Recorp, which appears
on page 1845, 1 call attention that about the middle of the second
column the gentleman says:

It has been said on the floor of this Euusetil:_z: a gentl
Georgia, who has the honor of represmﬂ::.i a dis t in his Sta
children 11 years old, both white and black, are being worked 13
per daf in the cotton and knitting factories of North Carolina ; that in
some instances white children going to work pass colored children
going to school; that the conditions s‘u.rrou.ndjngbthe children who are
thus required to toil ds&gter datg are anything but favorable. And in
it,lm; St}nte of North lina there is no such a thing as factory
nspection.

The gentleman did not name the gentleman from Georgia to
whom he attributes these remarks, and while I do not wish to
be understood as making any apology to anybody from any sec-
tion of the country for what I really did say, which the gentle-
man will find in the Recorp, on page 1761, I do want fo say that
if the gentleman referred to me, and I presume he did, because I
was the only one from Georgia in favor of this bill who took the
opposite side, that he must have got his information from some
one other than myself. 1 made no such statement. As a
matter of fact, I am sure the gentleman would not find the con-
ditions in North Carolina that he portrayed in his speech, be-
cause I think the cotton mills there have found the labor of the
negro children very unprofitable. I say this in justice to the
State of North Carolina, and under their law now in existence
they could not work a child under 12 years old. Their hours are
11 hours and not 13. I made no such statement as the gentleman
attributed to me. He was in error. Such a statement might
have been made by others on the floor of the House.

MARKETING OF FARM FPRODUCTS.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, with
the consent of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Borraxnp], that
I may address the House for two minutes on the subject of the
marketing of farm products.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oklahoma
asks unanimous consent to address the House for two minutes,
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, at the meeting of the Southern
Commercial Congress in the city of Muskogee, Okla., in my dis-
trict, held from April 26 to 30, 1915, among other addresses
delivered on that occasion was a speech by Hon. Witrram S,
Goopwin, of the seventh congressional district of Arkansas, upon
the subject of Marketing or the Distribution of Farm Products.

In my opinion, Mr. Speaker, no question is of more imme-
diate and pressing importance than the solution of a proper dis-
tribution of farm products. Much has been done to teach the
Ameriean people how to produce, but Congress thus far has done
but little to find a market for that which is grown upon the
farm, and, as we know, many hundreds of millions of dollars
worth of products go to waste annually for a lack of marketing

facilities.

For the past year Mr. Goopwix has been actively engaged in
an effort to solve this problem, and a bill introduced by him at
the last session of Congress has received general indorsement by
the great agricultural people and their organizations throughout
the couniry.

On account of Mr. Goopwin’s active interest in an effort to
solve this vexing question he was chesen by the managers of
the Southern Commercial Congress, that great organization that
is doing so much to develop the South agriculturally and com-
mercially, to deliver the address referred to and which I ask
may be published herewith in an extension of my remarks upon
this occasion. The address of Mr. Goopwin follows:

MARKETING FARM PRODUCTS.

[An address by Hon, Wirriam 8. Goopwix, Member of Con
Arkansas, at the Sixth Annual Convention of the Southern
Congress, Muskogee, Okla., Apr. 26 to 30, 1915.]

Mr. President, ladles, and gentlemen, the pleasure to me Is very
great to be prtviieged to address this splendid gathering of the builders
of the new South, whose D is g0 finely expressed in the motto
of your t organization, Great Greater
South.” Bince it was organized in 1908 the Southern Commercial Con-
gress has sﬁedlly moved forward, with splendid achievement following
splendid achievement to the accomplishment of this high ve.

From the northernmost New England State of e to the North
Pacific Commonwealth of Washington the edp‘.le_ of the North as well
as we of the South have been rie! %uhene by your activities, thus
making the Natlon your debtor for having already geroduced a greater
ﬂna.uca.l freedom, a sounder mmmercl.ni and a tter agricultural
development, and creating, finally, a broader and more sympathetic
national understanding.

You have su ag an organization because all your work for a
greater South is based on a recognition of the fact that the solid,
enduring foundation on which a %uter commercial South must be
built i1s & greater agricultural South. And so the prosperity
farmer thus far has been and, I venture to assert, alwa
matter of prime concern with you and eccupy a leading

councils.

It is because of this interest in and devotion to a greater and more
prosperous agriculture that I was invited to briefly outline to you the
P se and scope of the National Marketing Committee and the stu-
pendous work for the advancement of agricuiture It has undertaken.

The acknowledged obstacle in the way of the development of a better
agriculture and the bullding up all through the South, as, indeed,

here, of pro ons farming communities 18 the enormous wastes
han and buting farm products. These wastes are due to
many causes, all of which the adoption of more scientific methods
in thering, grading, standardizing, warehousing, together with a
national cooperative system in quest of markets, can be eliminated or
ea redoced. These wastes, l:uing the Nation as a whole, run into
Erl.m:mn of dollars annually; and the saving of even a small part o
this enormous amount means not only a tremendous increase in the
prosperity of the producers but, necessarily, a corresponding gain In
commerce and manufacturing.

ess {rom
mmerclal
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The farmers of this country produce annually a
receive $9,600,000,000, and for which, it is sah{
ys $2 ,boo.boo,ooo; or, to express it in this
armer tc-¢ay.is doing business on a 35-cent dollar and the consumer
of his products pays 100 cents for the same amount of agricultural
lucts for which the prodncer receives but 35 cents. Owing to the
ack of some central directing intelligence there is an enormous amount
of wuste, especially in perishable products. At times 100 cars of fruit
or vegetables are sent a market which can consume but 10, and 10
are sent to & market that can use 100. Foodstuffs are ship for lo
distances, only to be reshipped and consumed in the vielnity in wh
they were grown.
swamped, then starved; markets are unsteady and demoralized; prod-
uce is allowed to waste and rot in the fields and consumers are com-
pelled to pay exorbitant prices,

There have been times when corn has been burned for fuel here in
Oklahoma, when your coal mines were closed for want of orders of
miners, while ol! from your wells flowed like water in your branches
and hungry workingmen in idleness, begging fer bread, were walkin
the streets of mear-by cities, and the railroads were threatened wi
bankruptey for want of traffic, and all simultaneously. Burely this is an
unhealthy and unwarranted condition. Any system of distribution
which permits one peck of potatoes to rot while one hungry man goes
unfed is an obsoiete and inadequate system. You farmers, who fail to
receive an adequate price for your crops; you consumers, who pay your
hard-earned dollar for products for which the farmer recelves but 385
cents ; and you employers of labor—none, none need to be told there is
something wrong with our present methods when the high cost of living
alone reduces the workingmen's wage and ofttime devours his income.

Under the present manner of marketing the producer recelves too
little, hence he seeks to lessen his losses by producing less ; the consumer
pays too much, and tries to cut down his expenses by consuming less ; the
railroads, hu.vfng less to transport, charge more to make up for the loss
of tonnage; the dealer chau;ﬁea a larger J:roﬂt to make up for the amaller
sale; and here we go ro and round in a viclous circle, getting no-
where, the circle growing more vicious all the while,

Permit me to say just here, Mr. President, that neither the railroads
nor the commission men nor the wholesalers nor the retallers should be
charged with all the blame, Both the producer and consumer are en-
titled to their share of it. The grodncer needs to be taught the best man-
ner, place, and time to market his erop; how to classify, arrange, grade,
anl pack it to meet the requirements of the trade; and the consumer
needs to be t.aud;ht better purchasing methods and to distinguish between
high prices and expensive service.

f we as a Nation were ploneers In the work of attempting to scien-
tifically S{Etemnﬂza the handling and msrketlnﬁ of farm preducts, the
practicability of our plans might be guestioned; but, far from bein

loneers, investigation shows that we are a quarter of a century belﬂng

he methods employed in Europe. In Germany, in. T, the system
of handling and distributing farm products 1s to suc rfection
that investigators are unanimous testifying that the foundation on
which the commmercial and military greatness of the German Empire is
built is her wonderful system of handling and distributing farm products
for the benefit and protection of her producers,

The supreme importance of improving the methods of marketing farm
gergducts has long been recognized, but efforts in that direction have

n isolated and without definiteness of plan considering the subject
as a whole, To Mr. David Lubin, that great man whose life is dedi-
cated to the cause of agricultural betterment, the United States dele-
gate to the International Institute of Agriculture, Rome, Italy, is due
the idea that we should study the German system with the view. of
adapting it to American conditions and of organizing to secure Its
adoption in this country. When he was in America last year many
conferences were held with him in Washington and the gquestion thor-
g;:ﬁhly considered. Finally, before Mr. Lubin left Washington last

, 4 special meeting of certain Senators and Representatives in Con-
gress, representatives of farm nizations, and members of the farm

ress was held, and the national marketing committee was organized.
four president, Senator FLETCHER, who is never so happy as when
doing good and great things, was elected president of the committee.
Its first vice president is William T. Creasy, for many years the head
eof the fgﬂasat §range or| tion of Pennsylva and at present secre-
iary of the National iry Union. The second vice lpres dent is that
well-known westerner of large commercial and agricultural enterprises
and maguificent public service, Congressman WiLLiam Kext, of Call-
fornia. Our secretary and .ging director is that tireless, able, and
loyal representative of organized George P. Hampton, of New
York. a man of the highest standing as a student of the problems of
distribution. On its executive board, of which I have the
a member, is a man for whose executive and constructive ab
us have the highest admiratio our own able managing director,
Dr. Clarence J. Owens. Associa with us on this board P
Norrox, of North Dakota, and J. A. Falconer, of Wnshlngﬂm1
Members of the Sixtiy- d Cengress, whose consistent activ
furthering agricultural interests ecially is reflected b
also former United States Senator Obadiah Gardner, of
gange builder of that State, and now chairman of tt

int Co e Ke, 'li‘;; the master of the Washlngton State
Grange and pres!fient of the ral Credit I.ugue of A
Mobley, the president of the F Union of Arkansas,
of the ablest executives of the leading farm erganizations.

The purpose of the national marketing committee is set forth in its
prospectus, from which I guote :

1. To create an enlightened public opinion eoncerning the waste and
unnecessary expense in handling Rlstrlh products; and
1o assist in brin, l;xﬁ before the country the information secured by the
Federal Office o rkets and other National and State agencles.

2. To promote and foster proper marketing organizations and metheds,
to encourage and secure the standardization of agricultural cts,
to secure proper warehouse systems, to tpromoto expert marketing serv-
fces in the several States, to secure uniformity in metheds by States in
inaugurating Investigational and demenstrational work in marketing,
and to secure mi“ in Federal and State laws to these ends.

3. To secure, either through appointment by the President or by act
of Congress, the establishment of a national marketing commission.

In the development of this prrognmL resolutions were prepared and
introduced in the United States Senate by Senator FLeTcHER and in the
House of Representatives by myself. These resolutions provide for the
establishment of a national mar! eommission by act of Congress,

The proposed legislation has recelved the indorsement of the legisla-
tive committee of the National Farmers' Union, representatives of
varfous granges and farm ;ﬁnnjmuona, the Farmers' Union of Arknnsas
and California, a half ion in Callfornia aside from the
Farmers' Union of that State, and by many of the great farm journals

Qur storage and transportation facilities are first

throughout the muntrg. as well as boards of trade and commercial
ations. Threughout the Pacific Coast States, where cooperative

orgn
marketing is better develo than in other sections, the plan has re-
celved the most enthusiastic indorsement by agricultural and consumers’

nizatiens generally.

his spring, mm&ﬂy upon the adjournment of Congress, the com-
mittee took hold of the plan of securing the n.xpolntmen by the Presi-
dent of an advisory marketing commission, number of conferences
were held with the Secretary of Agriculture, who showed an apprecia-
tive understan of the need of such a commission ; the matter was
discussed by the binet, and on April 16 a conference was bhad with
the President. The press dispatches of the followlng day and since
have informed the public that the appointment of such an advisery body
is being most faverably considered by the President and his advisers.

This shows the widespread concern in the need and the keen interest
taken in the plans to meet that need. No movement was ever taken
hold of mere spontaneously or with greater enthusiasm by the pre-
ducers. This interest and enthuslasm has developed since the dle
of last Beptember and is most encouraging evidence of what can be
accomplished when the nation-wide campalign of education planned by
our committee is in full operation.

Gentlemen of the SBouthern Commerecial Congress, T have thus briefly
outlined to you the plan and scope of the work of the national marketin
committee. It has a special work to do in eliminating the untolﬁ
wastes in distribution which in every move toward its accomplishment
means an enormous increase in the prosperity and consequent purchas-
ing power of our own people and an expansion of the home market for
American manufactures and dwarfs Into comparative insignificance the

gsibilities of the forelgn markets, as important as these are and as

eartily as all of us favor the extension of our foreign trade.

You will be called on to consider, and rightly so, the development of
our foreign commerce and to participate in movements to secure a larger
share to our merchants and manufacturers of the markets of South
America, of Asia, Africa, and Europe. Germany, last year, supplied
$341,000,000 of the exports to Russia, and a gre;%ipnrt of that b 888
can be ours if we put forth the gl'o;ler efforts. s question of captur-
inf the world's markets is worthy of the most careful stndy and deter-
mined effort. I shall do all I can, as will you, to encourage and sgeed
forward sueh undertaking, but I feel that I wonld fall short of my duty
here did I not utter a word of caution and polot out to you net only the
far greater market right at yeur very door which the national market-
ing committee is organized te assist in opening up, but to impress upon
you the stability and permanence of enlargement of the home
market and the absolute certainty it offers of belonging to our own
farmers, merchants, and manufacturers for all time. '.%hia certainty
may not apply to forelgn markets, no matter how attractive or desirable
they may be. In commerce between nations no fact is more clearly
established than that the flnal settlement of all exchan must be in the

roducts of the trading nations. We sell manufactu oods to Russin.
at has Russia to give in return? Malnly farm p cts. We have
small need for these. Dut England and France have large demands.
Germany and Austria, the most nearly self—sustnininf of the large
Buropean States, also import congiderable food supplies. Therefore,
when peace is restored the irresistible logic of hard economie conditions
will inevitably swing Russian imports those nations that can most
profitably accept Russia’s agricunltural exports in return.

You business men of our beloved South, whatever else you do, don't
neglect the opportunity the national marketing committee offers to
increase the pro?etlt{not our producers, thus building a solid, enduring
foundation on which home markets can be enlarged, and enlar, again
and again. e probl of ec ic distribution must be solved that
there may be an end to the waste between the farm and the table, to
the advantage of both producer and consumer. The ngportunltx is here.
The national marketing committee will help this Congress create a
greater Nation through a greater South. The South is well represented
on its executive board. e officers of your own great organization,
gentlemen of the congress, are leaders in the movement, thus insuring
perfect harmony and coordination of these two large undertakings.
And more than that, gentlemen, afirmative action taken by yeu in this
will be the keynote for similar action by commercial, cultural, and
consumers’ organizations throughout the entire Unit States. I do
not speak for myself alone, but for the national marketing committee
and for the commercial and farm organizations already affiliated with it.
The committee will hold a meeting in Muskogee at the close of this
convention, and may I not hope that this congress, so preeminently repre-
gentative of the South, will give its approval to the work already ac-
complished and by suitable action give stre h and encouragement to
the work ahead? May 1 not even hope that cvery one of you gentle-
men, whose devotion te the ideal of a greater Nation through a great
South is shown by your presence here, will join with us and on your
return home make the national marketing comml and its plans
knewn and aid in making your community the center of an affiliated
activity, earnestly deter that this great purpose shall be speedily
consummated?

A TARIFF COMMISSION.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the order of the House,
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Borraxp] is recognized for
40 minutes.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, for more than half a century
the tariff has been the football of partisan politics in this coun-
try. In fact it has furnished the stock in trade of speakers for
national office in both parties, and has even been employed by
candidates for purely local offices whose views on the tariff could
not by the remotest possibility have any bearing upen their
qualifications for the position they sought.

I presume no man was ever elected to this House, or even
became seriously a ecandidate for Congress, who did not have
his stock speech on the subject of the tariff. We have just
listened to one of those old-fashioned, stand-pat, Republican,
rock-bottomed, copper-riveted  speeches about the blessings of
the tariff, in which it was unguestionably demonstrated that
money could be extracted from the American people by means
of a tariff without anyone's feeling It all, and that, therefore,
it was greatly better than any possible form of direct taxation
where the taxpayer could see how much he paid in his tax bill
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I have heard those arguments ever since I was a boy. I think
that I made my first, last, and only tariff speech on the floor of this
House two weeks after I became a Member, and, unless I was
charged as a member of the Commitiee on Ways and Means
with some special concern in making a tariff bill, I do not
know any occasion that would induce me to make a tariff
speech. I remember the first time-that I went down to Panama
our old friend, Senator Joe Blackburn, of Kentucky, was civil
governor, and he told us this story. He said when he was a
young lawyer in Kentucky he had a very high ambition to be-
come a candidate for Congress. Therefore he loaded himself
up with all of the great issues of the day and prepared some
magnificent speeches, but, for some reason or other, he never
found a fitting and appropriate occasion on which to deliver
these speeches, He never could get himself before the people
in the capacity of a candidate for Congress. He sought all
kinds of public occasions and publie gatherings, but never hap-
pened to get started exactly right. He said on one occasion he
noticed in the paper that there was going to be a hanging down
in the county seat; so, conjecturing correctly that there would
be a very large crowd down there, he went down. Sure enough,
there was the gallows in the square of the courthouse and
around it five or six thousand people. He stationed himself
right under the corner of the gallows.

When the sheriff brought the condemned out and stood him
on the gallows he turned to the condemned and said, * Now,
this is the last chance that you will have to speak any words
to your fellow citizens, and I will give you time now to do so.”
The poor fellow shook his head and said that he did not believe
he had anything to say. The sheriff said, * Now, Jim, I have
known you since you were a boy and I am disposed to be as
liberal with you as my duties will permit, and if you have any-
thing to say I will give you 10 minutes now in which to make
vour last speech.” The fellow said he was much obliged, but
that he did not believe he would say anything at that time. By
that time Joe Blackburn was climbing up the corner of the
zallows and he said, “ Hold on. If my friend here does not
want to use the time allotted to him, and he will yield it to me,
I would like to address my fellow citizens of Nelson County
upon the subject of the tariff.” The condemned furned to the
sheriff and said, *“ Mr. Sheriff, go ahead with the hanging, for
I would rather be hung and in hell than listen to Joe Black-
burn talk about the tariff.” [Laughter.]

The politicians have always taken themselves seriously, but
the saving sense of humor of the American press has pointed
out so frequently the absurdity of a candidate for constable or
coroner lathering himself into a foam over the iniquities of a
tariff that we are at length in danger of regarding the tariff
as the stock joke of politics. The truth is that the tariff lies at
the base of our whole fiscal system. The Federal Constitution
gives the General Government power to sustain itself by two
forms of taxation; duties on imports, and excises, or internal
revenue. The exercise of its taxing power by the Federal
Government must inevitably have a far-reaching influence upon
the business conditions and prosperity of the country. The
tariff, whether viewed as a means of raising revenue for the
Federal Government, or for its incidental effect upon industrial
conditions, is one of the greatest, if not the greatest, question
of internal policy, but is purely a business question. The time
has come to take the tariff out of politics and polities out of the
tariff. This can only be done by the creation of a nonpartisan
tariff commission clothed with sufficient powers to aid in the
construction of a scientific revenue law.

The methods which we have pursued in the construction and
enactment of tariff laws in the past have been the most unseci-
entifie, illogical, and wasteful that can be imagined. Every
seneral revision of the tariff and even the agitation in prepara-
tion for a general revision have eaused widespread business
disturbance, Where nothing is certain but uncertainty busi-
ness men can not adjust their affairs, invest their capital, or
enlarge their enferprises. The most conservative and sound
among them will curtail in every possible way their business
-activities until the uncertainty is turned into some form of
certainty, and this causes idleness of capital, idleness of work-
ers, and a diminished industrial power throughout the country.
But bad as conditions are which precede a general revision of
the tariff, the revision itself is a very ecarnival of confusion.
Milton must have been thinking of a general revision of the tariff
when he wrote:

. Chaos umpire sits, and by decision more embrolls the fray by which
it relgns.

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?
Mr. BORLAND. Yes,
. Mr. FORDNEY. What do you want of a tariff commission
if you do not propose to revise the tariff?

Mr. BORLAND. If the gentleman will bear with me, I will
shiow him what we want with it. I think a tariff commission
can suggest changes from time to time and prevent a general
revision.

Mr. FORDNEY. The gentleman says his party does not pro-
pose to revise the tariff?

Mr. BORLAND. I want to emphasize the danger that the
gentleman and his party are now threatening the country with,
and that is another general revision, which would simply mean
a question of bargain and sale as to who should get the advan-
tages out of a tariff law. Yet the gentleman's party is delib-
erately threatening the country with another general revision.

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield fur-
ther?

Mr. BORLAND. Yes.

Mr, FORDNEY. We had a tariff board or tariff conmmis-
sion in every sense when the gentleman’s party came into power,
and you abolished it. Why do you want another?

Mr. BORLAND. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken. We never
had a tariff board, and I will show him why., And the gentle-
man was distinetly opposed to it and fought the tariff commnis-
slon in the Sixty-first Congress.

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to again
interrupt him?

AMr. BORLAND. Yes.

Mr. FORDNEY. The gentleman is just as near right on that
as he is on any statement. I was always in favor of it and
am now.

Mr. BORLAND, In favor of a tariff commission?

Mr. FORDNEY. A tariff board or a tariff commission or
whatever you may call it, a committee to collect information
for the benefit of Congress in framing a tarifl law.

Mr. BORLAND. I am giad to welcome the gentleman to
our ranks.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BORLAND. Yes.

Mr. BARNHART. The gentleman from Michigan probably
would not insist that he is in favor of the kind of no:partisan
tariff board or commission that would be appointed by a
partisan President?

Mr. BORLAND.

Mr. FORDXNEY.
again?

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman from Indiana and myself
are perfectly familiar with what the geutleman from Michigan
is talking about. Some gentlemen were appointed by President
Taft under a clause in the Payne-Aldrizh bill giving him power
to determine whether nations were diseriminating against us
and to enforce the maximum and minimum eclause. That
board, so called, was to report to the President and nobody
else, and the gentleman is calling that, and has called it in the
past, a tariff commission. It is as far removed from a tariff
comimission as it could possibly be, and it is only an imposition
upon the business public when you call that a tariff commission.

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman permit me?

Mr. BORLAND. Yes.

Mr. FORDNEY. The law itself provided that the tariff
board should gather information and submit the same to the
President.

Mr. BORLAND.

Mr. FORDNEY.
Congress.

Mr. BORLAND. Oh, no; there is no such provision in the
law,

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes——

Mr. BORLAND. I call the attention of the genileman to the
fact that the law provided no such thing.

Mr. FORDNEY. Pardon me, my friend, if the gentleman will
permit me——

Mr. BORLAND. Yes; I will permit the gentleman.

Mr. FORDNEY. The President did submit to Congress each
and every report made by the tariff board

Mr. BORLAND. But the law did not compel him.

Mr. FORDNEY. Let me state the question—each and every
report made by that board, and the gentleman's party declined
to use that information when it framed the Underwood tariff
law, from a nonpartisan board, consisting of two Demoerats and
three Republicans,

" Mr. BORLAND. The President submitted only what he saw

L.

Mr. FORDNEY. He submitted all of the reports the board
made.

AMr. BORLAND. Not a bit was under the control of Congress,
but under the control of a partisan President.

Why, of course not.
Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield

Yes; to the President.
And the President in turn submitted it to
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Mr. FORDNEY. Every word reported by that tariff board
was reported to Congress. I have a copy of those reports, and
the gentleman can get them.

Mr. BARNHART. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORDNEY. I will yield, although I am not making the
speech.

Mr. BORLAND. T will yield.

Mr. BARNHART., Was there anything in that law that re-
quired the President of the United States to report to Congress
what the tariff commission reported to him?

Mr. FORDNEY. Whether it was in the law or not, the Presi-
dent did do so.

Mr. BARNHART. But I am just asking for information.
Was there anything——

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not think the language is in the law
compelling him to submit the board’s findings to Congress, but
he did submit them.

Mr. BORLAND. I can say the law did not compel him.

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not think it did—

Mr. BORLAND. Of course—

Mr. FORDNEY (continuing). But the President did make
reports of what was reported to him.

Mr. BORLAND. It was for the information of the President,
and what the President did with that was entirely within his
own volition, and the amount of information laid before the
board was entirely within the control of the bhoard and the
President.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BORLAND. Congress had no power over it. Yes, I
will yield to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. MANN. For just a brief statement of the facts.

Mr. BORLAND. Yes.

Mr. MANN. The tariff law gave to the President certain
power, and an item in the sundry civil bill was reported to the
House by the Committee on Appropriations a good deal broader
than the power given in the tariff law. I happened to be Chair-
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union at the time, and a point of order was made upon the item
in the sundry ecivil bill to create a tariff board, and I sustained
the point of order, There was no provision of law for it. -An
amendment was then offered again for another provision to
create a tariff board, and another point of order was made, and,
as I recall, again sustained. I then, I think, probably indicated
in rendering the decision what would be in order, and that item
went into the bill, and thereby the tariff board was created, so
far as the law provided for it.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman has con-
clyded—-

Mr. MANN. I have.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit
a brief observation?

Mr. BORLAND. Certainly.

Mr. BARNHART. That is the diffieulty about a tariff-
commission enactment which enables the President to name all
the members of the board—it does not guiet the general appre-
hension in the country that politics is engaged in the formation
of tariff bills, When this one tariff board was appointed, as I
remember, three members of the Republican Party were named
who were. good, stiff, high-tariff protectionists, and the members
credited to the Demoeratic Party were composed of one excel-
lent gentleman, a former Member of Congress, who had been
thoroughly discredited by his party in his own district because
he had stood with the Republicans for high protection, and the
other a veterinary surgeon, of somewhere, who declared that
he had not voted the Democratie ticket since 1892. These two
represented, or misrepresented, the Democrats on that tariff
commission, and the same might be true if a Democratic Presi-
dent were to appoint a tariff commission. The danger of it is
that if you do not have a bipartisan tariff commission you will
be left exactly where we were under the Taft commission, with
the party in power doubting what the eommission has done for
those numerically opposed to it and business suffering the same
old doubt and hesitancy.

Mr. BORLAND. T hope to show the House further the differ-
ence between the so-called Tariff Board and what is now
proposed,

T have served in Congress during two general revisions of the
tariff and hope never to see another general revision in this
country. These revisions were framed upon opposing theories,
but the incidental confusion was almost as great in producing
a tariff for revenue as a tariff designed for protection. In
this respect, however, the tariff for protection is a shade
worse than the other, for during the construction of the Payne-
Aldrich tariff law business men were not only agitated on the
subject of what duty should be levied upon the goods which

they produced, but were further distressed and alarmed for
fear that by ignorance or craft some jokers would be slipped
into the bill which would injuriously affect them by discrimi-
nation against their produets or by increasing the cost of pro-
duction or conferring some unjust advantage upon competing
lines of business. The proposal to levy a tariff upon zine ore
not only agitated the miner, but was desperately fought at one
time by the smelters and at another time by the manufacturers
of brass goods and galvanized cornices. No business man felt
safe in attending strictly to his own business, but was dragged,
willingly or unwillingly, into the political maelstrom by what he
feared might be a lurking danger to his commercial life,

I favored a tariff commission at that time. I favored it again
when the Democrats had carried the National Congress in 1910,
and I voted for the bill which then passed Congress, and I
favor it more at the present time in view of the world-wide
changes which we can all see are impending in commereial
affairs. To-day the American business men are almost a unit
in demanding a nonpartisan tariff commission. Such a com-
mission is not only necessary to the comstruction of a tariff
which is avowedly designed for the purpose of proteetion, but
it is even more necessary to the proper formation of one which
shall be a steady and scientific source of revenue. :

Unfortunately in the creation of such a commission we have
very little to guide us at the present time for the reason that
no commission exists in this country or any other which fits
the present conception of the American business world. When
Germany was engaged in constructing the tariff of 1902 the
first step was the appointment of a commission of 30 mem-
bers, 5 of whom were representatives of the Association of
Chambers of Commerce, 5 of the Central Association of Manu-
facturers, 5 of the German Agrarian Association, and the re-
maining 15 appointed by the chancellor. No attempt was made
to secure a nonpartisan membership on this commission. It
engaged in the collection of statistics upon the eost and facilities
for production of the various commodities in Germany, in-
cluding the cost of raw material, whether agricultural or
mineral, and the factors which entered into the extension of
German trade into foreign countries. After their data were
collected they worked in conjunetion with the federal counecil
upon the formation of schedules, classifientions, and rates, The
tentative law thus prepared was submitted to the study of the
various States and free cities comprising the German Empire,
and after more than two years' of work and various modi-
fications, after ample information and opportunity for dis-
cussion, the revenue law was adopted. Possibly this is the
nearest approach to the really scientific construction of a
tarifl law.

France, in December, 1907, referred its present tariff law to
the local councils in the various Provinces. In 1914 Great
Britain was on the point of entering upon a tariff revision and
appointed a commission consisting of 60 representatives of
important industries, According to Mr. Chamberlain, the
author of the tariff-reform program, the three main objects
were : First, to stimulate industry and invention by giving it
greater security; second, to defend the commerce of the
country against unfair competition; and, third, to place the
Government in a position to deal on mere equal terms with
foreign nations. :

In our own country a tariff commission was created under
the act of 1882, with rather vague and general powers. Like
many other temporary commissions created by Congress, this
commission made a voluminous report after the usual expendi-
ture of time and money, but no official sanction was attached to
thig report and no particular use was made of it. When Con-
gress was about to enter upon the revision of the tariff which
regulted in the Paymne-Aldrich tariff law, a proposal was made
by the progressive element of the Republican Party to create a.
tariff commission. The Republican leaders indignantly and
forcibly rejected this proposal and proceeded to comstruct the
bill in the same old way. Washington was filled with alleged
experts, business representatives, and many self-confessed ana
possibly pretended lobbyists, who spent their time in indueing
business men to believe that in' some way they could secure
them special advantages in the proposed law or protect them
against acts of threatened discrimination. Business men
swarmed to the Capitol in large numbers in an attempt eithe:
to secure advantages which they believed, or pretended to be-
lieve, were necessary for their business, or to see that they got
a fair deal in the distribution of favors. It was jokingly said
at that time that most of the business houses of the country
were left in charge of the office boy and the office cat, the head
of the firm and most of his principal subordinates being en-
gaged in dangling around the hearings of the Ways and Means
Committee. The testimony given at these hearings would aston-
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ish, shock, and confuse the ordinary observer. It consisted in
n mass of unreliable hearsay, much of which was doubtless hon-
estly believed by its propounders, but which was flatly contra-
dictory in character and without the slightest attempt at justi-
fication in fact. The bill as finally constructed and passed by
the House of Representatives was entirely rewritten in the Sen-
ate, as a result, it is claimed, of various compromises and trades
which were almost exclusively in the hands of a single Senator.
The methods and results so shocked the country that the de-
mand for a nonpartisan tariff commission gained substantial
headway among business men. The Payne-Aldrich tariff bill
contained a clause providing for a maximum and minimum
tariff, and giving the President power to enforce the maximum
against any country found to be discriminating against Amer-
iean products. Under this provision he was authorized to em-
ploy certain persons.

The language of the bill was—

To secure informatior to assist the President in the discharge of
the duties imposed upon him by this section, and the officers of the

Government Iin the administration of the customs law, the President
is hereby authorized to employ such persons as may be required.

Under this authority President Taft appointed a board alleged
to-be experts, but who were clearly partisan in character from
the very nature of their employment, and who were utterly
without either the power or warrant of law to perform any act
except to aid in the enforcement of the maximum and minimum
tariff. It was soon found that this particular provision was
unenforceable, and thereupon an attempt was made to turn this
body into a tariff commission, it being naturally anxious to
perpetuate itself. The impression was given to the business
publie that it was, in fact, a tariff commission when nothing
could have been further from the truth.

In January, 1911, however, the Ways and Means Committee
of the House of Representatives unanimously reported a bill
to create a tariff comihission and to give it proper powers and
duties. This bill passed the House of Representatives, was
amended in the Senate, and filibustered to death on the last
day of the session, March 4, 1911.

Mind you, in January, 1911, the Ways and Means Committee
unanimously reported this bill to create a tariff commission.
That was after the November election of 1910, when the Demo-
erats had earried the House for the first time in 16 years.
Up to that time the majority of the Ways and Means Committee,
which was Republican and headed by the distinguished gentle-
man from New York, the late Mr. Payne, had never brought in
a bill for the creation of a tariff commission, but in January,
1911, after the people had spoken at the polls in November,
1910, the Ways and Means Committee brought in a bill for the
creation of a tariff commission.

When the Democrats were coming into power thers was a
strong disposition in certain gquarters that we should have a
tariff commission.

The Underwood tariff bill was constructed in the special ses-
sion of 1913, having the immediate advantage of all of the
prior hearings quite recent in date and the ample discussion
and analysis of the Payne-Aldrich tariff law. To some extent
the same agitation preceded and accompanied the drafting of
the Underwood law, although, as it was not constructed upon
the theory of giving special advantages and privileges to par-
ticular businesses, a large factor in the agitation was eliminated.
During the 10 months that the Underwood law was in operation
preceding the outbreak of the war in Europe its results as a
revenue producer were satisfactory, and no glaring mistakeswere
found in its schedules even by those most bitterly opposed to it.

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield there?

Mr. BORLAND. Yes.

Mr. FESS. I wanted to know what are the factors that enter
into tariff legislation that you want a commission to study.

Mr. BORLAND. It depends, as the gentleman knows, on the
theory of the tariff law. If we abide by the Constitution and
raise revenue by the tariff, there are certain factors that enter
into it. If we seek to use that revenue law as a means of dis-
couraging the free interchange of commodities, there is a certain
other set of conditions that enters it.

Mr. FESS. That is precisely what I wanted to know. Is it
yvour idea that the tariff commission should take into considera-
tion the factors of the cost of labor in Europe?

Mr. BORLAND. I would not limit the tariff commission to
factors which I regard as important in the construction of a
revenue law, I concede that to the gentleman. I would not
regard it as a nonpartisan tariff commission if it were limited.
The original tariff commission law was to ascertain the differ-
cnee in eost of production at home and abroad. That is the sole
element, apparently, that the Republican theory of tariff de-
mands.

Mr. FESS. Not the sole. It is one of the chief elements.

Mr. BORLAND. It is one of the chief elements. But I would
not limit it to my own theory of tariff, because if I did it would
not be a nonpartisan tariff commission. I want to assure the
gve!ntlieman that I am trying fo argue for a real nonpartisan com-
mission.

Mr. FESS. Tt has been said on your side of the House that
the element of cost of production does not enter into tariff legis-
lation. We think it does. Now, would your tariff commission
that you want created take into consideration that element that
¥you say does not enter into legislation on the tariff question?

Mr. BORLAND. Yes.

Mr. FESS. Would you take it in?

Mr. BORLAND. Yes, personally.
personal view.

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. BORLAND. Yes.

Mr. FORDNEY. As the Constitution does not permit any
body of men to make our tariff laws except the Congress of the
United States, what power would you confer upon the tariff
commission except to gather information upon which Congress
might base its eandid opinion in fixing rates in a tariff law?

Mr. BORLAND. Well, I was about to discuss that, I will
say to the gentleman from Michigan., The suggestion at the
present time does not proceed further than the collection of in-
formation, reliable data, governing these subjects, but I am not
so sure that this is the full limit of power that Congress can
confer upon a commission. I think that Congress might con-
stitutionally go further, but there is no such suggestion now
before the public. The suggestion at present is limited to the
collection of data and report to Congress to permit Congress
exclusively to make the schedules.

Mr. FESS. Would the gentleman yield there? Here is a
statement that was given out yesterday as to what the com-
mission was expected to do, and I wanted an explanation of
this one paragraph :

To determine the relations between the rates of duties on raw ma-
terials and rates on finished or partially finished products.

I think the element of labor enters there.

Mr. BORLAND. I will tell you what enters there. There
was an agitation before the election of 1908, a very strong agi-
tation, in New England for a tariff reform, and governors of
States were elected there upon the tariff-reform wave. This
was a very remarkable thing, but when we came to analyze tariff
reform in New England it was limited to this, that the duty
should be taken off of raw material and put a little bit higher
on the finished produet. That was the tariff reform demanded
by New England. If you take the duty off of raw material you
are adding automatically to the duty on the finished product.
If you are going to have a tariff at all you must have a tariff
graduated up from the raw material to the partially finished
product, and on up to the complete product for consumption,
That is what that means, and there is not a worse joker in a
tariff bill than taking the duty off the raw material and leaving
it upon the finished product. I can only think of one thing
worse, and that is taking it off the finished product and leaving
it on the raw material. One is just as unscientific as the other
and perhaps as defenseless.,

Mr. FORDNEY. If the gentleman will permit, that is just
exactly what is in the Underwood law now. It puts the finished
products from Canada on the free list and duty on the raw
material.

I do not want to take too much of your time, but will the gen-
tleman yield further?

Mr. BORLAND. Yes.

Mr. FORDNEY. I would like to read just what Mr. Taft said
about the make-up of the tariff board, in answer to what the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BARNHART] said.

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman has been so long on the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means and is such a distinguished leader
on his side that I am glad to be courteous to him, but I may have
to ask for a little additional time.

Mr. FORDNEY. I thank the gentleman. The gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. BARNHART] spoke of the make-up of the tariff
board by Mr. Taft. Here is what Mr. Taft said about it. I take
thls from the Republican campaign text-book :

ut at the head of this board Prof. H C. Emery, upon the recom-
mem ation of the presidents of a number of universities who were con-
sulted. Mr. Alvin Sanders was the edltur of the B ers’ Gazette,
a man of the highest standing, who had devoted his life to the study of
the agricultural interests of this country, while Mr. Reynolds has been
‘l'nr years an Assistant Secretary of the ry under Mr, Roosevelt, in

e of customs, and had become very familiar with the operation
of e existing tarif® and its construction. To these three added

Prof. Page, of the University of Callfornl.n and then of the University
of Virgin a. a well-known economist, with the same general standing as

If you are asking for my
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that of Prof. Emery: and Mr. W. M. Howard, a former Democratic
Congressman from Georgla and admittedly one of the ablest and fairest
Members of the half dozen Congresses in which he served. The make-up
of the board insures nonpartisan action. The truth is that, with the
exception of Mr, Howard and Mr. Reynolds, the board may be sald to
have no political affiliations at all.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield
there?

Mr. BORLAND. I feel now that I ought to yield to my friend
from Indiana [Mr. BARNHART].

Mr. BARNHART. I listened to the reading of the report of
former President Taft very attentively, and I agree with the
statement of the former President therein that one of the mem-
bers of that board was a former prominent Member of this
House and that he was a man of great ability ; but, somehow, he
got out of line with his party on the tariff question to such an
extent that after he had the nomination by the party in his home
district the people arose—and they were practically all Demo-
crats down there—and nominated an independent and over-
whelmingly defeated the Member of Congress. That is my recol-
lection. Then the President put him on as a representative of
the Democratic Party on the tariff commission.

It will be observed that in his reference to this Virginia pro-
fessor Mr. Taft says h2 put him on because of his ability. I
think he makes no reference to his politics, and I simply called
attention to that, not to criticize former President Taft, but to
show the fact and the possibility that no President elected by
any political party can name a tariff commission that is going to
be satisfactory tc the opposition, and tariff agitation will go
on and on as it ever has, If you give each party representation on
a tariff commission, by their own selection, they will have to abide
by the results they get in the commission's reports.

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman from Missouri permit
me to answer?

Mr. BORLAND. Yes.

Mr. FORDNEY. In all sincerity, if the tariff board or tariff
commission is permitted or expected to do more than gather
information and submit it to the Congress, how is it possible to
obtain a nonpartisan board? The gentleman as a Democrat sin-
cerely and conscientiously believes in free trade or a low tariff.
I as a Republican believe in a protective tariff. The gentleman
and I each have cur views. If you are a Democrat or a Repub-
lican, you must bave an opinion or you are an imbecile. How
is it possible to create a nonportisan tariff board and select
it from the two great parties?

Mr. BARNHART. I believe I have not used the word * non-
partisan.” If I did, I should have said * a bipartisan board.”
I believe the agitation of a tariff commission comes very largely
from business men of the United States who misunderstand what
they are talking about.

I received some letters this morning from business men, say-
ing that they were gratified that I had introduced at the begin-
ning of this Congress a bipartisan tariff commission bill, and
saying that they hoped it would go further and take the tariff
entirely out of the hands of Congress and out of the power of
politics, so that business could go on without interruption.
But that can not be done under the Constitution of the United
States, and it ought not to be done, for the reason that the peo-
ple elect their Representatives every two years to levy taxes
and make appropriations, and that gives the people the oppor-
tunity of regulating their own affairs every two years. That is
the theory upon which the Constitution of the United States
was founded, as I understand it. But so long as one politieal
party, or two, for that matter, feel that they have no repre-
sentation on the tariff board or tariff commission, a doubt is
going to prevail in the minds of such party that the other side
is not dealing squarely with them.

“Mr. FORDNEY. I agree with the gentleman, and I thank
1im.

Mr. BORLAND. I will say, in that connection, Mr. Speaker,
that I believe that even under a partisan tariff board, if it ex-
isted and was clothed with sufficient power, a great deal of in-
formation could be gathered and a great deal of difficulty could
be eliminated in the formation of a tariff. I do not believe a
man's views on the tariff ought to color his reports on facts
which he ascertains; and, while I am arguing for a nonpartisan
board, I feel that a board could be constituted, even of a parti-
san character, that could honestly and fairly and fully report
the facts, so that I would not feel, not having given the tariff
board any further powers in the last analysis, that their po-
litical complexion would be absolutely fatal to their usefulness.

It is apparent that even in times of peace when the world
conditions of commerce are normal, the factors entering into
the formation of tariff schedules change with more or less
rapidity. New enterprises are formed and grow into com-
manding proportions, new sources of raw material and new

methods of adapting éxisting material are discovered; new and
improved means of transportation are opened; new markets
are created. There is a constant shifting of the courses of capi-
tal, labor, and raw material, a constant improvement both in
mechanical devices and in methods of marketing. A rate of
duty which would have one effect to-day may have a totally
different effect in a year. A duty which would be negligible
under some circumstances may by continued reduction of the
margin of profit become prohibitive. A rate which would pro-
duce a substantial revenue at one stage of the world’s commerce
may by successive changes result in no revenue at all. So that,
even if it could be relieved from all of the disgusting incidents
of greed and politics a general revision of the tariff when more
than 4,000 schedules are changed at the same time is the most
unscientific, unsatisfactory, and disastrous method that could
possibly be devised.« It is both burdensome and unnecessary.
A permanent tariff commission should be engaged in the con-
stant study of all of the factors which effect the levying of
duties, and these factors are as diverse as those which enter
into every phase of commercial life from the individual sue-
cess of a single merchant to the commercial dominance of a
nation, Such a commission should have full power to gather
the necessary information and should give a fair opportunity
to all business men liable to be affected, either favorably or
adversely, to be heard. »

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman
from Missouri has expired.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
20 minutes more.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
tleman's request?

There was no ohjection.

Mr, BORLAND. I have heard men time after time gravely
and vociferously argue upon this floor about an alleged differ-
ence in the cost of labor in this country and in foreign count-
tries that they have named—countries they have never been
in—where the information they invoked was purely hearsay.
They assumed that was the sole factor entering into the ques-
tion of making a tariff bill. As a matter of fact there are
many factors entering into the construction of a tariff bill.
Often the duty exceeds the total cost of labor entering into the
production of the article. We know that in most articles the
vital question is not only that of labor, but of raw material, of
fuel, of overhead charges, and of selling cost. I could name
article after article where the selling cost is the largest per-
centage of the whole ultimate price,

Mr, FESS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield there?

Mr. BORLAND. Yes.

Mr. FESS. Would not the element of cost in fuel and selling
cost and other items you mention be labor?

Mr. BORLAND. No; not necessarily. How much is the per-
centage of selling cost in automobiles? It runs up to nearly
70 per cent in many cases. What does that include? It in-
cludes full page advertisements in the magazines; it includes
exhibitions at shows; it includes joy rides for prospective cus-
tomers, and it includes plate-glass windows on prominent
streets. A little of it is labor, and much of it is commission.
Everything on earth is figured in that selling cost,

Mr, FESS. How much of the fuel cost is labor?

Mr. BORLAND. When you speak of labor, you speak of
the labor specific to that item. If you have a mind to make
that kind of a sweeping classification, of course you can trace
every cost down to labor, except interest and profits.

Mr, FESS. I thought you would lead us to believe that
labor has not anything to do with this.

Mr. BORLAND. I thought I tried to make myself clear about
that. Perhaps I was unfortunate. When I speak of labor and
raw material I speak of leather coming in as raw material,
and by the labor I mean the labor used in turning the leather
into shoes. Of course we understand that the leather could
not have been produced without labor. So there is a labor
cost in the leather and also a labor cost in the cow, but the
leather is the raw material as far as that particular factory is
concerned.

Changes should be made from time to time in the revenue laws
a8 necessity appears, not by any method of bargain and trade
or as the reward of or punishment for political action, but upon
reasons affecting the commercial development of the country.
The advantages of a tariff law constructed under such auspices
should be first a scientific classification of schedules to avoid
confusion in administering the customs laws and to simplify the
law and aid the business men in understanding it; second, an
adjustment of rates in accordance with the revenue to be raised
and the results to be accomplished; third, a strengthening of
the National Government in the intelligent promotion of foreign

Is there objection to the gen-
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trade; fourth, adequate provision for the  construction and
change of commercial treaties.

I believe that a tariff commission is necessary even from the
standpoint of one who believes in the fiction of protection, but
it is more necessary in the successful construction of a bill
to provide revenue.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman said a moment
ago that the rates should be adjusted in accordance with the
revenue to be raised and the results to be accomplished. What
results other than revenue are to be accomplished under the
theory of a Democratic tariff for revenue only ?

Mr. BORLAND. I will say to the gentleman that a great
many results can be accomplished.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If it is a tariff for revenue only—
and you have used the word “only " in your platform—if you
levy a tariff for the purposes of revenue only, for what other
results do you levy it? Does the gentleman mean protection to
American industry?

Mr. BORLAND. Yes; you can put it that way if you choose,
from the standpoint of a protective tariff.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then you must strike out the
“only " from your platform.

BMr. BORLAND. I will try to answer the gentleman fairly.
I am not a protectionist; but when I speak of the possibilities
of a tariff board I do not eliminate that factor, so that when the
gentleman smiles and sits down he has not quite got my answer,
He asked me if in the results obtained I meant protection. That
is what a Republican would mean in voting for a tariff board.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
permit another interruption?

Mr. BORLAND. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman said a moment
ago that we should levy the duties with a view to securing
revenue and other results.

Mr. BORLAND. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What other results are to be
secured under a Democratic tariff when the Demoecratic plat-
form declares that it shall be levied for revenue only?

Mr. BORLAND. I will answer the gentleman. I said “other
results,” as far as the Republicans are concerned, would mean
protection. As far as the Democrats are concerned, the gentle-
man asks me whether there would be other results. Unques-
tionably there would, and nobody except a man who is talking
about the tariff in a purely superficial political sense on the
stump would pretend that there is not. No revenue duty can be
levied——

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin again rose.

Mr. BORLAND. Just a moment. Let me finish my answer.
No revenue duty can be levied without having some effect of
incidental protection. You can not levy any duty for any pur-
pose that it does not have some effect on the question of pro-
tection.” And if the gentleman will pardon me, he has asked
what other results would follow, and I think I have a right to
answer his question in my own way. There is another result.
If you have a choice of two or more commodities upon which
you may levy a duty, a great question of policy would arise as
to which you would choose, even from a revenue standpoint.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman
says that I have asked whether other results would follow.
I did not ask that. I asked an interpretation of the gentleman’s
own statement when he spoke of the rates which he said should
be levied with a view to securing revenue and with an eye to
other results. What are the other results to secure which a
Democratic tariff is levied? If it must be for purposes of
revenue only, then there must be no looking for other results.
The Democratic Party has repeatedly declared that a tariff
levied for any other purpose than to secure revenue—that is,
for the protection of American industry—rviolates the Constitu-
tion of the United States.

Mr. BORLAND. Now, I think I have answered the gentle-
man's question, but if I have not made it clear to him I will.
I have learned by experience here in this in the last
seven years, that even in levying a revenue tariff it is impossible
to eliminate all incidental protection.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is true; but——

Mr. BORLAND. Now, will the gentleman just pardon me——

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I want to say that the gentleman
has not answered my question. Of course there is incidental
protection, but do you levy it for that purpose?

Mr. BORLAND. No.

Mr., COOPER of Wisconsin. You levy it for revenue only,
but you said a moment ago that it should be levied with a view
to securing revenue, and with an eye to the other results.

Mr. BORLAND. The other results; yes.

- -

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is, you levy it for two
purposes—for revenue and for the other results.
What are the other results? That is my guestion.

Mr. BORLAND. Now, let me answer the gentleman’s ques-
tion again. If I believed in protection as a theory, I might seek
to lay even a revenue duty so as to produce the highest possible
amount of protection; but if I were distinetly opposed to pro-
tection, as I am, and desired to eliminate it as far as possible
from a revenue law, I might have another set of results in
mind; but I can not eliminate that result entirely, and neither
can the gentleman. Nobody can construct a tariff law, and
nobody ever did construct a tariff law, that did not have some
incidental effect upon particular lines of business. If there is
any Democrat who believes that can be done, all he has got to
do is to give the matter a little more study. I have no doubt
that men, before they come to this House and when they are on
the stump running for constable or coromer, will get out and
talk about there being no protection in a tariff law; but no
tariff law can be framed which will not give some incidental
protection. We are talking now as a matter of scientific study.

Mr. SIMS. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. BORLAND. Yes.

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman refers to the question of policy,
and asks whether we should levy a revenue duty on one thing
or another,

Mr. BORLAND. Yes.

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman mean that any tariff board
is to report to this House upon a question of policy?

Mr. BORLAND. No; but I will say what I do mean. We
might have a very grave doubt in our minds as to the levying
of a duty on wool or sugar. We might find that the revenue
produced might be egqual, but when we ascertained what the
result would be from the facts reported by the tariff board, we
might resolve that doubt in favor of one or the other.

Mr. SIMS. Is it not the policy of the tariff for revenue
only to get the greatest amount of revenue with the least
protection, and is it not the policy of the protectionists to get
the greatest amount of protection with the least revenue, and
does it take a board to let us know what that means?

Mr. BORLAND No; but I will tell the gentleman why I
favor a tariff board. I have seen duties levied on articles,
under a Republican tariff law at least, where there was abso-
lutely no necessity for protecticn, no chance for protection,
where they were entirely prohibitive in character and intende
to be so.

Mr. SIMS. And would have been if we had 40 tariff boards?

Mr. BORLAND. No, they would not. If they had been the
public would have had ample information as to what that
political party was doing.

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BORLAND. I will.

Mr. FORDNEY. The gentleman has stated that in the tariff
for revenue only there is a purpose of incidental protection.
If you are going to put me out of life by drowning me, all
that is necessary is to put me one-half an inch under water,
and I will drown as quickly as if I were 10 feet under water,
for you shut off my breath and I am gone, Now, as the labor
cost in production in any article, no matter what it is, is at
least 90 per cent of the total cost, and when our labor cost is
double in this country what it is in any other country in the
world, unless you give enough protection to our industries to
make up the difference in cost of labor between here and
abroad, you will put the man out of business in this country
unless he can get his labor as cheaply as they get it in other
countries. Is that not right?

Mr. BORLAND. No; if that were true, or if any part of it
was true, we would not be able to sell any goods outside of our
own country. We would have to erect a Chinese wall around
our country to keep the commercial pirates from getting in
here. The fact that we are able ‘to sell abroad demonstrutes
one of two things—either that the manufacturer is paying less
for labor and raw material than he ought to in view of the
protection he claims and therefore is able to compete with the
foreign competitor in a foreign market or else he is deceiving
the American people as to the conditions in foreign countries
and that labor cost is not so cheap and conditions are not so
poor for labor in the foreign countries that we have got to erect
a tariff wall to keep their products out of the country. If
what the gentleman says is so, it follows by inevitable logic that
we can not go outside of this country and sell in competition
with those countries. The minute that we enter the markets
of the world we do it on one of two bases—either that the man
who demands protection of these goods has lied about the con-
ditions abroad that he had to compete with or he is paying an



1916. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

1771

unjust low scale of wages and for raw material in this country.
That is the inevitable logie of facts as to what the protected
manufacturer does to labor in this country.

AMr. FOSTER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BORLAND. Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. Does not the gentleman think that the price
of labor must take into consideration the element of efficiency?

Mr. BORLAND. Unqguestionably. Figuring out the cost of
goods the criterion is not the price paid for labor but the units
‘produced. If the factory turns out more units of product, even
though it pays higher wages, the cost is correspondingly less.
If wages were any criterion, why do you not go to Hindustan
and make linoleum and oileloth where the jute is raised? Why
do you bring it here for our workmen, if they are not superior?
Why do you not go there where they pay 18 cents a day on
the Ganges? You would not bring all of the jute from Hin-
dustan here if it was only a question of 18 cents a day wages.
But you do bring it here and pay $2.50 and $3 a day for labor.
Why? Because our workmen are more able to make the goods
and you are able to put the goods down in the foreign markets
in competition with the goods of other countries.

Mr. FORDNEY. Was not this done under the Payne-Aldrich
tariff law?

Mr. BORLAND. Of course, goods were sold cheaper abroad
than at home.

Mr. FORDNEY. Let me finish my question. Was it not true
that there was a protective tariff on these goods we produced,
jute and everything else?

LAND. Yes; I suppose that is true.

Mr. FORDNEY. The gentleman may be right in some of his
theories ; I do not say that he is not. Prior to the war in Europe,
Germany sold abroad her fabricated steel as low as $18 a ton,
and yet she sold to her own people in Germany that same fabri-
cated steel for $30 a ton. She dumped her surplus abroad, crush-
ing out of existence her competitors.

Mr. BORLAND. Well, I am going to take the statement of the
gentleman from Michigan as being absolutely correct. Then,
upon what basis do the German manufacturers pay wages; on
thre basis of $18 a ton, or on the basis of $30 a ton?

Mr. FORDNEY. It was shown by the testimony furnished the
Ways and Means Commitfee that the German scale of wages,
although her labor is the most efficient in the world, is less by
one-half than that paid in the steel mills of the United States.

Mr. BORLAND. The wage scale then was fixed on a basis
of a sale at $18 a ton ountside of Germany. Therefore the price
of $30 at home did not put a nickel into the pockets of the
German workmen.

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not contend that it did.

Mr. BORLAND. But that is the contention of the gentle-
man's party, that part of this tariff goes into the pockets of the
workingman.

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not know what their actual cost per
ton is, but I do know what the actual cost per ton in this country
is, and that the cost of labor in the production of a ton of steel
in the United States is 80 per cent of its total cost,

Mr. BORLAND. Can we not compete with Germany in the
production of steel?

Mr. FORDNEY. No;and we do not. The testimony given by
Mr. Schwab under oath was to the effect that there had not been
one pound of steel rails sold by any American steel manufacturer
in any steel-producing country in the world in 10 years, except a
little that was sold in northwestern Canada, and that steel
brought to the American manufacturer $2 per ton above the
price that it was sold for in the United States.

Mr. BORLAND. Is the gentleman confessing now that he
makes a tariff on the testimony of Mr. Schwab? That is ex-
actly what we want a tariff commission for.

Mr. FORDNEY. I would take his word under oath as quickly
as I would that of anyone else.

Mr. BORLAND, Is it not a fact that American steel is sold
abroad?

Mr. FORDNEY. Can the gentleman give me any reason why
I should not believe Mr. Schwab under oath?

Mr. BORLAND. I can; and that is that the facts are to be
ascertained entirely from nonprejudiced and disinterested
sourees.

Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, be fair.

Mr. BORLAND. T am sincere about tlmt I do not think the
sworn statement of a manufacturer is the only evidence,

Mr. FORDNEY. I will tell my friend that I am just enough
of a Christian believer that I will believe any man under oath
until it can be proven that he is a falsifier.

; I\i[r. IISIOIILAND. Then it would be necessary to prove that
e 1S a liar,

Mr. FORDNEY. Can the gentleman prove that Mr. Schwab
was mistaken when he made that statement? If so, I want him
to prove it to me,

Mr. BORLAND. Ay Christianity leads me to hear both sides
before I judge, and not to accept an ex parte statement of an
interested witness.

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will yield, I
want to state the other side.

Mr. BORLAND. But I will have to have more time,

Mr. RAINEY. I will ask unanimous consent for five minutes
more.

Mr. BORLAND. Make it 15.

Mr. RAINEY. Make it 15 minutes.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, I must reserve the right to object.
We have some reports from the Committee on Printing that are
of importance to the House, and I doubt whether we can settle
the whole tariff question this afternoon.

Mr. RAINEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman from Missouri may proceed for five minutes.

Mr. MANN. I have no objection for five minutes.

Mr. BORLAND. I would like to have the five minutes for
myself.

Mr. MANN. But we gave the gentleman 15 minutes and he
would not use it. We have horse books and cow books that are
of much more importance to the House than an academic dis-
cussion of the tariff, which no one will agree with on either
side.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from
Missouri may be extended for five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BORLAND. Yes.

Mr. RAINEY. I want to say to my friend from Michigan
that if Mr. Schwab did make a statement of that kind—I do
not remember it—the proof can be easily ascertained that he
was stating what was not true. At that time there was a world
trust in steel prices, an agreement throughout the world that
the steel-producing countries would not interfere with each
other; that no American steel was to be sold in Germany and
no German fabricated steel in the United States. They divided
up between them the debatable ground in the countries of South
America and Africa, where there were no steel industries.

Mr. FORDNEY. Ob, the gentleman is wrong in that.

Mr. RAINEY. I think not.

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman furnish some evidence
of that combination or trust that he speaks of? I never heard
of it except from the lips of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Rainey].

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I must decline to yield fur-
ther.

As to the powers of such a commission, the suggestion goes
no further than that it be clothed with power to ascertain and
determine the facts upon which the schedules should be based.
The present method of determining the facts by hearings before the
committees of Congress at rare intervals is bound to be burden-
some, unscientific, and unsatisfactory. The cost of such a com-
mission would be saved to the American business man in time,
expense, and gain of productive power. There are two factors
in the present situation of the civilized world which make im-
perative the creation of such a commission at this time. The
first is the existence of the European war and the second is the
necessity for the expansion of American foreign commerce. No
economist doubts that immediately after the conclusion of peace
in Europe each of the great nations must begin a reconstruction
of its entire fiscal policy, and especially that with relation to
tariff duties.

1t is freely predicted that the clash of arms will be followed
by a commercial warfare in which the ammunition will be
legislation authorizing or encouraging commercial reprisals.
Wisdom dictates that among our other plans of preparedness
we should be prepared for this commercial struggle. Commer-
cial treaties the world over must all be recast. Commercial
diseriminations must be expected and relentless competition
encouraged by national power may easily become the settled
policy of nations which find their industries’ impoverished by
the long struggle. Not only will the neutral markets of the
world be the prey of these forces but evea our own markets
will be attacked. There may be no open door in China, and,
in fact, no open door anywhere that any nation has the power
to close The doors of national trade may open only to the
skillfully constructed key of a commercial treaty, and such a
treaty must be founded upon an intelligent grasp of the com-
mercial and industrial possibilities of the country which offers




1772

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JANUARY 29,

it and the country to which it is offered. We in Ameriea are
woefully deficient net only in our grasp of foreign trade condi-
tions but even of our own commercial possibilities. Our long
adherence to the protective tariff has made us provincial and
for more than two generations limited the bulk of our foreign
trade to exports of raw material which we sold at highly com-
petitive prices.

This leads to the second thought, which is that, even if the
war had not come but certainly in view of the present world
situation, America must prepare to expand her foreign com-
merce. The babes in the woods were not more helpless than we
have been in the past in writing commercial treaties. I may
be mistaken, but I do not know of a single commercial treaty
in which we have not been placed at a disadvantage. In the
last decade American trade has undergone @« great change,
From an exporter of raw material we have become an exporter
of manufactured goods. Manufactured goods are upon a differ-
ent basis of competition from raw material. TForeign nations
would always take our cotton and our wheat at some price,
but no nation will buy our manufactured goods unless we not
only meet our competitors in guality and price but cultivate
some of the arts of salesmanship. The neutral markets of the
world lie ready for our cnterprise, but we can not blindly and
blunderingly erect a tariff wall around our country keeping
out the products of all other nations and expect them to come
and buy our goods when we buy nothing from them.

International trade is reciprocal; even a line of steamers or
other transportation facilities must have a load each way. If
we expeet South America to buy from us, we must be prepared
to take some of their products at prices and under conditions
which are attractive to them. The great guestion, therefore,
affecting the future of American prosperity in securing a for-
eign trade in neutral markets is what products of foreign coun-
tries can we safely take. What can we use in this country to
the advantage of our own ecapital and our own labor and what
may we give in exchange of the output of our own industries.
It is an economlic loss for us to send abroad wheat in competi-
tion with some of the South American countries when with our
supply of fuel, capital, and labor we could manufacture the
wheat into flour or, better still, into packed biscuits and bread-
stuffs and sell it to many of the same South American countries.
If we take the rubber, hardwood, and forest products of South
America, are we not providing the raw material upon which to
use our capital and our labor, and can not we sell to them furni-
ture, pianos, automobiles, belting, mining machinery, and other
products of our factories?

It is not suggested at this time that the tariff commission
should be given the power to fix rates or even to suggest them.
Congress has exclusive power of legislation and is charged by
the Federal Constitution with levying taxes, including duties
upon imports. There are some who urge that the tariff com-
mission is unconstitutional as a delegation of legislative power
which Congress can not-make. Ne such charge can be leveled
against the suggested plan. In fact, the plan could go much
further and still be within the constitutional powers of Con-
gress. It would be possible for Congress to prescribe a series
of alternative rates or a maximum and minimum schedule of
rates and eonfer power upon the commission, upon the ascer-
tainment of certain facts, to put in force or to suspend from
operation certain portions of the law. This is now well settled
by the decision of the Supreme Court. A provision which oc-
eurred in the McKinley tariff law of 1890, authorizing the Pres-
ident to smspend the free admission of sugar when he deemed
the United States disecriminated against by any country, was sus-
tained by the Supreme Court of the United States in Field
against Clark (143 U. 8., 640-692), Lamar and Fuller dissenting,

Th ongress may not delegate its pur L atl er to a
commetu(ion, but hsgi.ng I';nvm the %en%ll,ll egisg. o?a?ﬂ:n under

which a cemmission shs‘l.l. praoceed that commission
the application of such mlea to pnrtlculur:ﬂ:mﬂons a.nd the investi-

gation of facts with a cpu tter
within the rules laid d I the &mgeu (I. C .

Transit Co., 224 U. B, 19{—2 4; Ry. v. U. 281 T. S.
423-443.)

It would seem that Congress might enact a standard schedule
of tariff rates and provide for the inerease or reduction of rates
according to a sliding scale depending either on revenue receipts
on or the rates of imports to domestic consumption, or on some
other prineiple, while delegating to a commission the work of
determining the facts and applying the law to them. The orders
of a tariff commission would be reviewable by the courts on
questions of law only, not on questions of fact. They would be
analogous in this respect to regulations of the Treasury Depart-
ment under the present tariff law, or to tariff provisions eon-
tingent upon the determination of eertain facts by the President
4as was provided in the Payne-Aldrich law.

I know that the proposal to establish a permanent tariff com-
mission and take the tariff out of politics will come as a dis-
tinet shock to some gentlemen who think that the tariff is the
only bond of party unity and must be preserved as a partisan
issue. However, the time has gone by when the American busi-
ness public will tolerate that brand of politics. Business men,
large or small, throughout the ceuntry to-day are demanding
a tariff commission. The ecry is let there be light, and any
statesman or politician who opposes a nonpartisan tariff com-
mission lays himself under the suspicion of playing polities
with a great business question. The present session of Cengress
will, I believe, pass a bill providing for such a commission, and
in so doing will place another star in the diadem of Democracy
as an exponent of progressive American Government. [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, FESS. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

DISEASES OF THE HORSE.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privi-
leged resolution, which I send fo the desk and ask to have read.
The Clerk read as follows:
House concurrent resolution 13 (H. Rept. 88).

Resolved by the House of :{mma:m: the Senate cm wrrd
That there be printed s.m‘.l bo 800 copleu of the 8 ){

Report on the Horse, the same to be fir
br?: t to date under the sumv'slon of the Secre :E Ar%mltgrnee:
70,000 coplies for the use of House of Representatives and 30,000

the use of the Senate.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution.
The guestion was taken, and the resolution was agreed to.

BPECIAL REPORT ON DISEASES OF CATTLE,

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer another
privileged resolution, and ask for its immediate consideration.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it.
The Clerk read as follows:
House concurrent resolution 14 (H. Rept. 89).

Resolved by tha Hasu of Senate concu
That there be \ﬁ:?'in cloth 100800 coples of the Spe'c‘f.{

Report on the lglsenses of Cattle, the same to be ﬂrst revised

toepdate under the supervision of the mﬁ"'}‘;."’%%“ o
coples for use of the House of Bepresentnttves lnd 0,000 eoples tor

use of the Senate.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the resolution.

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to.
REPORT OF ALASKAN ENGINEERING COAMMISSION.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to
the Clerk’s desk.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

House concurrent resolution 11 (H. Rept. 91).
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring),

That the rts of the Alaskan Engin E!rlni on, in two vol-
umes, for pertod from March 12, 1814, December 31, 1915, in-
clusive, together with aceom and be

charts,
and 'ﬁ,ono edditl
rinted, g rhici 2,000 c:zi::r sth;l‘ln:: éoghethw of the House of
T
tomm ntmhe ennmkm-
The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
Mr. FOSTER. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana what this report
will cost?
Mr. BARNHART. The Clerk has the report of the committee.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report.
The Clerk read as follows:
tt tin
s Comaitise, on, Suateg Mot det
ing of 5,000 coples of the reports of the Ala
glon, repnrts the same back to the House wlth the rmmmen :tlon that
the resolution be agreed to. The estimated 87 .39. The
encumbered balance of ‘the allotment tor g binding for
congreu for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, is 189.378.28.
Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire if this
has been printed by the department?
Mr. BARNHART. It has not.
Mr. FOSTER. Then may I inguire what partienlar advan-
tage there will be in getting this report printed at this time as
a House document?

under consideration the
I prorl.dl:ng tar tha pri.nt-
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Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Tennessee [Mr. Houston], who is the author of the bill.

Mr, HOUSTON. Mr, Speaker, in response to the inquiry of
the gentleman from Illinois I want to say that the act pro-
viding for the construction of the Alaska Railway provided
that the agents and officers appointed by the President to build
and construct that railroad should make an annual report of
their doings in the premises, of their work, to the President
of the United States, and that report should be submitted to
Congress annually, and oftener if it was required by the Presi-
dent. This is an annual report made, and it is a showing that
it is important that every Member of the House should see and
also every Member of the Senate. It is carrying out a law
which involves a new work in a new field on which the Govern-
ment has embarked. It fully sets forth what has been accom-
plished already, and it will acquaint the Members of Congress
as to what has been done with the money that Congress has
appropriated for this purpose. And I think it very important,
in order that Congress may understand thoroughly what has
been done in this great enterprise, that this report be put in
the hands of Congress.

Mr. FOSTER. Can the gentleman inform the House in refer-
ence to the maps which it is stated shall be printed in this re-
port? What kind of maps are they, and how many of them, and
what is likely to be the cost of printing?

Mr. MANN. It can not be very large if the whole amount is
$7,800.

Mr. HOUSTON. I can not give the exact proportion, but it
provides for the printing of maps, charts, and profiles in such
forms that will be serviceable. Now, it is very important, I will
say to the gentleman from Illinois, that we have those maps
and these charts, because it will be impossible to understand
thoroughly what they are doing and what work is accom-
plished, and its character without these maps and charts in
order to get the location and geographical situation in order
to give a clear conception of just what has been done.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a gquestion?

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes.

Mr. MANN. 1 take it this first report shows the line of road
they have purchased up there, and also as far as they have got
the line of the continuation of that road? :

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes, sir. This report shows that. It shows
the road, and it shows the condition of the road they purchased;
it states fully as to the purchase of that road just what it cost,
and so forth. It states also the cost of construction of the road
that has been built beyond the end of its line that has been
bought. I

Mr. MANN. What is the total limit of cost of this Alaska
road?

Mr. HOUSTON. Thirty-five million dollars.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I want to say—I think my col-
league anticipated something what I was going to say when he
interrupted with his question—I want to say this: That this
road is to cost $35,000,000 and the commission has to report to
Congress the first annual report that is to be made, I do not
know whether we ought each year to print a report of this kind
or not, but I do believe that at least at this time we should
know something of what is being done and I shall not object
under those circumstances.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I want to offer an amendment
to the resolution. I move to amend by striking out the word
“two,” in line 8, and insert the word “ three ” instead; and by
striking out the words “ five hundred,” in lines 9 and 10; and
by striking out the words “five hundred,” in line 11, thereby
allowing 3,000 to the House, 1,000 to the Senate, and 1,000 to
the commission,

Mr. MANN. Would not the gentleman be willing to increase
the number from 5,000 to 6,000 and give that additional num-
ber to the House without interfering with the balance? This
is one of the most interesting things that the Government has
ever undertaken, something akin to the construction of the
Panama .

I am very sure that there are many people in the country—
engineers, librarians, and so forth—very much interested in a
report like this. It never will be reprinted. I think the depart-
ment ought to have 1,500 copies, and as the resolution provided
for 2,000 copies for the House and 1,500 for the Senate, and we
are at least entitled to twice the number the Senats has, I think
we ought to increase our number to 8,000, and even then each
Member will receive a very small quota of a document that in
many places will be very greatly in demand.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask to withdraw -the
amendment and offer the following, instead :

Amend by inserting the word “ six ™ instead of " five” in line 7.

The SPHAKER. Without objection, the amendment is
agreed to.

There was no objection.

Mr. BARNHART. And also by inserting the word “ three®
instead of “two,” in line 8, and by striking out * five hundred ™
in line 11.

Mr. MANN. You do not have to strike out anything.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the reso-
lution reported as amended, so that we will know exactly what
it is.

The SPEAKER. We will have ‘the amendment read first,
and then we will have'the whole thing read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 7, strike out the word *five " and insert in leu thereof
the word *six.”

Page 1, line 8, strike out the word " two ™ and insert in lieu thereof
the word * three.” ;

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution with the
amendments included.

The Clerk read as follows:

House concurrent resolution 11,

Resolved, ete,, That the reports of the Alaskan Engineering Com-
mission, in two volumes, for the perlod from March ,» 1914, tos De-

cember 31, 1915, inclusive, together with accom: rn charts,
and proeiiles, be printed as a.gieiouse Docummt,m tgxt %ooo addirﬂ:
tional copies be printed, of which 3,000 coples shall be for the use of
the House of Re entatives, 1,5 for the use of the Senate, and
1,500 copies for use of the commission.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ments,

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed to.

MEDICO-MILITARY ASPECTS OF THE EUROPEAN WAR.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolu-
Eon, and ask unanimous consent for its immediate econsideras

on.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani=
mous consent for the immediate consideration of the resolu-
tion which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

= 3 tﬂom concurrent resolution 12 (H. Rept. 92).

solved, ete. t th boun
Report on the “(edim-l{ue;;rb: ctetg :methe m‘%o&le:,oé‘:x
A. M. Fauntleroy, United States Navy, 6,000 coples for the use of the
House of Representatives and 3,000?& the nse of the te and an
additional 1,000 copies for the use of the Bureau of Medicine and
Burgery of the Navy tment.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BarnnaarT]
if the department has the money for printing these reports{
and, if so, why the necessity for coming to the House and print-
ing them out of the amount appropriated for the printing for
Congress?

Mr. BARNHART. This is out of the usual work of the Navy
Department, because it will not be used for the Navy Department
alone, but for the benefit of the War Department and for the
benefit of the people of the country generally. I thought of
that phase of the situation, but it seemed to me that this is an
exceptional case, and I believe that at this time, when we are
talking so much of preparation and the great necessity of get-
ting ready, we can not have too much information, inasmuch
as it is as inexpensive as this seems to be.

Mr, FOSTER. Well, I will say to the gentleman from In-
diana that I think it is an important document and ought fo be
printed. The only thing is that we get the departments in the
habit of coming to Congress and having a lot of printing dnne,

Mr. MANN. The department did not ask for this.

Mr. FOSTER. I did not mean that, possibly, but I mean
it is done by Congress out of an appropriation allowed it for
printing instead of the amount that was appropriated to the
deptgxi'tment for printing. However, I am not going to object
to this.

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
I would like to inquire of the chairman of the committee what
rule his committee follows in the apportionment of volumes
for the use of the Members of the House and those of the
Senate? This resolution, I notice, is reported as introduced by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Epmonps], granting to
the House only twice the number allotted to the Senate, whereas
our membership is more than four times as large.




1774 CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—HOUSE. JANUARY 29,

Mr. BARNHART. In reply to the gentleman I will say that
the usual proportion is 70 to 30, and if he desires to offer an
amendment in that proportion, it will be satisfactory to me.

Mr, STAFFORD. Will it be satisfactory to make it 8 to 27

Mr., MANN. The usual proportion ever since I have been
here has been 2 to 1.

Mr. BARNHART. Two to one.

Mr. STAFFORD. The usual proportion ever since the gen-
tleman has been lhere has been 2 to 1, but the membership of
the House has been changing more greatly than the membership
of the Senate.

Mr. MANN. I am not so sure there has been so much dif-
ference since I have been here.

Mr. STAFFORD. The membership when the gentleman came
here was 356, and now it is 435.

Another matter I would ‘like to direct the attention of the
gentleman to is as to whether the resolution as introduced pro-
vides for the printing of 10,000 or 11,000 copies. I direct his
atténtion to the phraseology in next to the last line, which says,
“And an additional 1,000 copies”; there being in the body
of the resolution provision made for the distribution of 9,000,
and an additional 1,000 for the use of the Navy Department.

Mr. BARNHART. I think in order to make it perfect the
word * additional ” should be stricken out, and if there is no
objection, I shall ask that it be done.

Mr. STAFFORD. What is the suggestion as to the distribu-
tion, because I really think the House ought to have a larger
quota than the 2 to 17

Mr. BARNHART. I am just submitting to the gentleman
that if he wants to offer an amendment I will not offer any
objection, but this is the proportion the gentleman used in writ-
ing the bill. He evidently had made some investigation, and
it is a document that will be of nation-wide importance, and
doubtless all ealled for, however it may be distributed. If they
can not get them from a Member of the House, they can get
them from a Senator.

Mr. STAFFORD. I will not in this instance offer an amend-
ment, but I do hope that when gentlemen introduce resolutions
in the future they will bear in mind the fact of the larger
membership of the House and the demand upon Members for
documents. _

Mr. MANN. The Senate and the House do not always agree
about these things. The Senate passed some resolutions the
other day for a horse book and a cattle book, and they proposed
to take, I will not say most of them, but about half of them.
Now, the House is sending over a proposition to the Senate, and
we in turn are trying to “ hog” it. Ever since I have been here
my experience has been that once in a while such a resolution
gets in inadvertently, but if it is important the House gets
two-thirds and the Senate one-third. -

Mr., STAFFORD. In the other resolutions we are getting
more than two-thirds.

Mr. MANN. That has not passed the Senate yet. They have
taken nearly half themselves.

Mr. BARNHART. The committee just wanted to show a
strong front.

The SPEHAKER. Does any gentleman offer another amend-
ment?

Mr. BARNHART. I did not know that unanimous consent
had been granted.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the
words “an additional,” in line 7.

The SPEAKHER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line T of the resolution strike out the words *“an additional.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion as amended.

The resolution was agreed to.
REPORT OF INVESTIGATION OF CHICAGO,

RAILWAY CO.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk a
privileged resolution.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 80 (H. Rept. 93).

Resolution for printing 10,000 coples of the report of the investiga-
tion of the Interstate Commerce Commission of the financial affairs of
the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co.

Resolved, That there be printed 10,000 copies of the reﬂol:'t of the
investigation of the Interstate Commerce Commission with reference

ROCK ISLAND & PACIFIC

to the flnancial transactions, history, and operation of the Chicago,
Rock Island & Pacific Raflway Co., being No. G834 of the docket of
gald commission.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. BARNHART, from the Committee on Printing, makes the following
report (to accompany H. Res. 80) :

he Committee on Printing, having had under consideration the
House resolution (H, Res. 80) providing for the printing of 10,000
copies of the report of the investigation of the Interstate Commerce
Commission of the financlal affairs of the Chicago, Rock Island &
Pacific Railway. Co., reports the same back to the House with the
recommendation that the resolution be agreed to.

The estimated cost will be $107.92.

The unencumbered balance of the allotment for printin
for Congress for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, is $787,378.26.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARNHART. Yes; I yield.

Mr. FOSTER. In the urgent deficiency bill there was given
the Interstate Commerce Commission $10,000 for additional
printing. It seems to me that this is a case purely of Congress
providing out of its appropriation for printing a document that
comes from the Interstate Commerce Commission; and, so far
as I am concerned at this time, in view of the fact that we have
appropriated $10,000 as an urgept deficiency for the Interstate
Commerce Commission, unless it is shown that this amount to
print these reports on the Rock Island Railroad investigation
is a proper thing, I could not this afternoon permit this to gu
through without some further explanation.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to
the gentleman from Towa?

Mr. BARNHART. Yes; I yield.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I was in hope of inducing the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. FosTER] to withdraw any objection he
might have.

Mr. FOSTER. I shall be glad to hear the gentleman.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. It is not the Interstate Commerce
Commission that is asking for the printing of the report of this
investigation. This report was printed in the same manner as
the report of other decisions of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission. There were something like three or four thousand
copies printed originally, which were sent to its mailing list and
Members of Congress and used up in that manner, until only
about 150 copies remained, being used in the ordinary and cus-
tomary manner of the Interstate Commerce Commission. There
was a good deal of demand for the report, and, although I
wrote down at once for some twenty copies of the report, I was
unable to obtain them. <

The importance of having the report printed lies in this, that
it is an official record condensed of the evidence taken before
the Interstate Commerce Commission showing the most gigantie
robberies ever committed on any corporation engaged in inter-
state commerce. It shows facts utterly unbelievable. If a man
went out on the stump or stated it on the floor of this House
he would not be believed if he was not backed up by the report
of the Interstate Commerce Commission after proper investiga-
tion and hearings on both sides in relation to the matter.

In the further consideration of the matters before this House
there undoubtedly will come bills for issuance of securities,
bills for the control of corporation carriers in interstate com-
merce, bills in relation to holding companies, especially involved
in this investigation, and other matters which may all be com-
bined in one bill or may be brought before this House by several
bills. The Members of the House, I am satisfied, and the country
at large want to absolutely know what are the real facts in the
case, and it is impossible that they should be informed unless
we have some such method as this. The amount involved is
trifling ; it is less than $100. I think that the committee states
the cost is $101, but I had supposed it would only cost $75. If
we can not get 10,000 copies printed, I would take 5,000. This
is of the highest importance, and the report should be printed. I
know, when I went before the Committee on Interstate Com-
merce and stated to them that the reports which were being
issued by the directors of that company at that time were not
within $10,000,000 of being correct, that there had been stolen
between seven and eigth million dollars out of the treasury of
the company, they looked at me with incredulity.

Mr. ADAMSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I yield.

Mr. ADAMSON. I understand from the gentleman that he
is asking for a print here because it is impossible to secure the
print from the Interstnte Commerce Commission.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman is correct.

Mr. ADAMSON. I remember that the gentleman applied to
me, and I advised him to introduce a resolution and have it

and binding

| referred to the Committee on Printing. I take great pleasure
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in stating for the benefit of the gentleman from Illincis that
if it had come within my jurisdiction I should have recognized
the necessity and advised the printing.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentle-
man that I have had a communication from two Senators ask-
ing if there would be a favorable report on this resolution, and
if not, they would introduce it in the Senate,.so that it makes
little difference whether it is printed here or not, except that if
itf is printed here the Members of the House will have the use
of it.

Mr. GREEN of Towa. I wish to say that the Senate has
ordered 10,000 copies of the investigation of the New Haven
Railroad printed and 1,000 additional for some special purpose,
- making a total of 11,000 in all, and of the two this is the more

important. .

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARNHART. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I want to ask the gentleman
from Towa [Mr. Greex] if this is the subject about which he
made a speech in the House some time ago?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa, The same subject on which I made the
speech in the House.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then permit me to say that I
heard that speech, in which the gentleman narrated in detail
frauds of corporate management which, as he said, were almost
unbelievable, I believed that they had been perpetrated be-
cause many of the things the gentleman stated in great detail
as a part of his own personal knowledge and experience. This
report being the result of the investigation by the Interstate
Commerce Commission of a subject so important to the shippers
of the West and to the Congress of the United States in perfect-
ing the legislation it is expected to enact, I sincerely hope that
the report will be printed and made accessible.

Mr, FOSTER. Will the gentieman yield?

Mr. BARNHART. I yield.

Mr., FOSTER. I fully agree with all the gentleman from
Towa and the gentleman from Wisconsin have said. In my
judgment, there has been no greater frand committed on the
American people than the looting of the Rock Island Railroad.
It has been a scandal and a disgrace to. the business world.
They ruined the great Rock Island Railroad that ran through
a section of the Western States. This road at one time was the
finest in Illinois. But a lot of men got hold of that property and
stole from it until there came the great crash, which has
brought such a disastrous result to it. There is np question
about that. The only thing to which I wish to call the atten-
tion of the House at this time is that not many days ago we
gave an additional appropriation for printing, which can be
used by the Interstate Commerce Commission for this very pur-
pose. We gave them $10,000.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield at that point?

Mr. FOSTER. Just a moment. It seems to me that under
circumstances of this kind the resolution ought not to pass;
and while T agree with all that gentlcmen have said, and while
I would agree to more than they have said—becanse I have
known something about the management of the Rock Island
Railroad—yet I do not believe this is a proper way to get these
reports printed. It should be done by the Interstate Commerce
Commission. One day we give this commission $10,000, and
they have charge of these matters and can print these reports
if they will and if they are of such great importance, as I know
they are.

Mr. ADAMSON. If my friend from Illinois will yield, I wish
to say to him that the resolution for an investigation eame to
our committee. We had exhaustive hearings, and developed
things as bad or worse than gentlemen have intimated here this
afternoon. To show the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FosTtER]
that T have the question of economy at heart as much as he has,
I will state to him that our committee suggested to the Inter-
state Commerce Commission that instead of duplicating the
expense by having a long and expensive special investigation
they expedite the investigation of this railroad in their physical
valuation proceedings. They agreed with us, and &d that.
They have made the investigation and have printed the ordi-
nary quota of this report—as many copies as they ever print in
ordinary cases. Now they have taken the position that they
ought not to print any more. The amount allowed them in the
urgent deficiency bill is to cover the expense of their ordinary
printing, and they absolutely refuse to print a larger number of
copies of the reoprt. So the only remedy of the gentleman from
Towa [Mr. GreEx] was fto fome to the House and ask us to
print, for the benefit of Members, the necessary copies which
the Interstate Commerce Commission refused to print. The
expense is very small in comparison with the amount that our
committee saved to the Government by refusing a special in-

vestigation and adopting the other expedient. So I think the
gentleman from Illinois ought not to object.

Mr. FOSTER. That situation came up and the gentleman
managed it the way he states, which I think was a wise thing to
do. We have this evidence, which is valuable to the House.
But that is not the question I am discussing. There are a
thousand things that are wvaluable to the House, and yet it
seems to me there is a right way to get at them. I am not saying
a thing in the world against the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
BagnHarT] for bringing in this report, because I think he did
what he believed to be the right thing to do, and he is careful as
to expenditures for printing. I do not like to object to these
things that the House thinks necessary.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield there?

Mr. FOSTER. In just a moment. Let me finish what I am
going to say and then I shall be through. I wish to say this,
that I am not going to make any serious objection to the passage
of this resolution, as I might do at this time by raising the
point of no quorum, at this late hour in the evening, when there
are so few Members here, and so prevent the passage of the
resolution to-night. But, so far as T am concerned, in the future,
unless a very exceptional reason can be shown, when Congress
makes an appropriation for printing, as it has done in this case,
and then gives an additional $10,000 in an urgent deficiency ap-
propriation bill—and I do not know how much more will be ap-
propriated in the general deficiency bill—I shall object to every
one of these resolutions going through and shall do whatever I
can to defeat them.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the remarks just
made by the gentleman from Illinois, with which I agree in a
general way, I want to state for the information of the gentle-
man and for the information of the House, that the Committee
on Printing has been as diligent as possible in attempting to
prevent the reporting of resolutions of the kind to which the
gentleman from Illinois refers. The chairman of the Printing
Committee has from time to time objected to unanimous con-
sent for resolutions providing for the printing of reports for
departments when such resolutions have been offered on the
floor of the House. But here comes a little report, the cost of
printing of which will be inconsequential, a report which is
important for the information of the country, which the com-
mittee believes the Interstate Commerce Commission probably
would not distribute as well as the Members of the House, and
therefore we decided to report favorably the resolution, and I
hope that the resolution will pass.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on agreeing to the reso-
Iution.

The resolution was agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT,

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 47
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, January 31,
1916, at 12 o’clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting
list of cases which were dismissed by the court under the act of
Marech 4, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 630) ; to the Committee on War
Claims and ordered to be printed.

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting
facts relating to estimates of appropriations (p. 808, Book of
Estimates for 1917) for printing and binding for the Treasury
Department (H. Doc. No. 631) ; fo the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed. i

3. A letter from the Secretary of Labor, transmitting draft of
a proposed joint resolution authorizing the Department of
Labor to edit and publish certain studies turned over to said
department by the Federal Commission on Industrial Relations

(H. Doc. No. 632) ; to the Committee on Printing and ordered

to be printed.

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
copy of a communieation from the Acting Secretary of the Navy,
reporting that the Navy Department has considered, ascer-
tained, and adjusted and determined that $155.06 is due G. W.
Webber and J. H. Thomas for damages for which a vessel of
the Navy was responsible (H. Doc. No. 683) ; to the Committee
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
copy of a communieation from the of War submitting
supplemental estimate of appropriation required for the service
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of the War Department for barracks and quarters, Philippine
Islands, repair and restoration of buildings destroyed by storms
(H. Doc. No. 634) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs and
ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT,

Mr. DENT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which
was referred the resolution (S. J. Res. 76) authorizing the Sec-
retary of War to loan 1,000 tents and 1,000 cots for the use of
the encampment of the United Confederate Veterans, to be held
at Birmingham, Ala., in May, 1916, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 90), which said reso-
lution and report were referred to the House Calendar.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re-
ferred as follows:

A bill (H. R. 3415) granting a pension to Maggie Barron;
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

A bill (H. R, 4361) granting an increase of pension to Michael
Nolan; Committee on I’ensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 2779) granting a pension to John R. Malone;
Commiittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions,

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BU] : A bill (H. R. 10384) to regulate the immi-
gration of aliens to, and the residence of aliens in, the United
States; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr, STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10385) making
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the
Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with
various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1917 ; to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union.

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H, R. 10386) to tax munitions of
war ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. McCRACKEN: A bill (H. R. 10387) for the improve-
ment of the Columbia River to the mouth of Snake River within
the States of Oregon, Washington, and Idaho; for the improve-
ment of the Snake River to Pittsburg Landing, on said river;
and for the improvement of the Clearwater River from its
mouth to Orofino, in the State of Idaho; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10388) permitting rallroad companies to
grant half-fare rates over their lines to Union soldiers of the
Civil War; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. KINKAID (by request) : A bill (H. R. 10889) to pro-
vide for pensions for surviving soldiers of the Civil War, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 10390) to provide for the
giving of notice of suits and proceedings in courts of the United
States affecting the title to real property; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

Dy Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 10391) prescribing the
procedure in the courts of the United States in actions at law;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10392) in relation to the service of process
by United States marshals; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 10393) to redistribute
jurisdiction of the Secretary of Commerce and the Secretary of
Agriculture over the protection of fur-bearing animals in Alaska,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Territories,

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 10394) providing for co-
operation with the State of New Mexico in the construction of
roads within the national forests, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, o bill (H. R. 10395) making appropriation for the repair
and preservation of the Rio Grande in certain counties in the
State of New Mexico, and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 10396) to provide for the pur-
chase of a site and for the establishment of a naval and aviation
academy on the Pacific coast of the United States within 150

miles of San Francisco, and making an appropriation therefor:
to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 10397) to prohibit the importa-
tion and use of opium for other than medicinal purposes; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10398) to provide for the retirement of em-
ployees in the classified civil service, and for other benefits and
purposes in connection therewith; to the Committee on Reform
in the Civil Service.

By Mr. SMITH of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 10399) authoriz-
ing postmasters to give information as to addresses of patrons
of their office in certain cases; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 10400) to provide
for the advancement of funds to survey, construct, and main-
tain roads and trails within any State or the Territory of Alaska
within which national forests are located; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10401) to regulate the use of public lands
of the United States in certain counties in Colorado, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. DILL: A bill (H. R. 10402) granting a service pension
to certain defined veterans of the Civil War; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RAGSDALE: A bill (H. R. 10403) to provide for the
erection of a public building in the city of Dillon, S. C.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr, REILLY : A bill (H. R. 10404) providing for the pur-
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at
Two Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin; to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. RUBEY : A bill (H. R. 10405) for securing the uniform
grading of grain, preventing deception in transactions in grain,
and regulating traffic therein, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. REILLY : A bill (H. R. 10406) providing for the pur-
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at
Menasha, in the State of Wisconsin ; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky : A bill (H. RR. 10407) provid-
ing for the erection of a suitable memorial to John Fitch; to the
Committee on the Library.

By Mr. RAGSDALE: A bill (H. R. 10408) for the purchase
of a site for a public building at Conway, Horry County, S. C.;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10409) for the purchase of a site for a public
building at Hartsville, Darlington County, 8. C.; to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10410) for the purchase of a site for a
public building at Kingstree, Williamsburg County, 8. C.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. VAN DYKE: A bill (H. R. 10411) to establish a fish-
cultural station in the county of Koochiching, in the State of
Minnesota; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 10412) creating an Army re-
serve; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 10413) to appropriate
$150,000 for the improvement of navigation on Red River in
Louisiana and Arkansas; to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors.

By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R, 10414) to create a board of
accountancy for the District of Columbia, and other purposes; to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 10415) to provide for the
purchase of a site and for the establishment of a military
aviation academy within the State of Utah, and making an ap-
propriation therefor; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10416) granting to the State of Utah the
Fort Duchesne Reservation for its use as a branch agricultural
college ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CURRY : A bill (H. RR. 10417) creating and establish-
ing a commission to be known as the Merchant Marine Com-
mission, prescribing its duties and powers, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. HAYES: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 122) amending
the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on
Blection of President, Vice President, and Representatives in
Congress.

By Mr. CARY : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 123) authorizing
the Sergeants at Arms of the House and Senate to supply eacl
Member of Congress with an identification insignia; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. VAN DYKE: Resolution (H. Res. 113) taxing muni-
tions of war, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means.
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By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY : Memorial of Legislature of State of
Rhode Island, urging upon the Congress of the United States
the duty of adequately increasing the naval and military forces
of this Government; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. STINESS: Memorial of Legislature of Rhode Island,
urging upon the Congress of the United States the duty of ade-
quately increasing the naval and military forces of this Govern-
ment ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Memorial urging upon
the Congress of the United States the duty of adequately increas-
ing the military and naval forces of this Government; to the
Committee on Military Affairs,

] PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 10418) granting an increase of
pems1 ion to George Huffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 10419) granting an in-
crease of pension fo Matilda Leach ; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. BUCHANAN of Texas: A bill (H. R, 10420) for the
relief of the legal representatives of O. M. Roberts; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 10421) for the relief of A. J.
go(fges, T. W. Hodges, and C. C. Hodges; to the Committee on

aims,

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 10422) granting an increase
of pension to Janet Lamoreux; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. S

Also, a bill (H. R. 10423) granting a pension to Marietta
Brewer; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 10424) for the relief of the
legal representatives of Samuel Waldrop; to the Committee on
War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10425) granting a pension to Pollock T.
Harbold ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. COPLEY : A bill (H. R. 10426) for the relief of B. S.
Pearsall ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr, DAVENPORT : A bill (H. R. 10427) to relmburse Wil-
liam Blair for losses and damages sustained by him by the negli-
gent dipping of his cattle by the Burean of Animal Industry,
Department of Agriculture; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. DENT: A bill (H. R. 10428) granting a pension to
Susan A, Johnson ; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R, 10429) granting an increase of pension to
Mary E. Johnson ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DEWALT : A bill (H. R. 10430) to remove the charge
of desertion from the record of Joseph Houser; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 10431) granting a pen-
sion to Ellen J. Lehew ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DILL: A bill (H. R. 10432) granting a pension to
Frank B, Norris; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. DOOLITTLE ; A bill (H. R. 10433) granting a pension
to Mary B. Chatfield ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DOUGHTON : A bill (H. R, 10434) for the relief of the
estate of Absa Sherrill ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R, 10435) granting an increase of
pension to Charles H. Birley; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr., FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 10436) granting an in-
crease of pension to Alonzo Fiero; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr, GANDY: A bill (H. R. 10437) to correct the military
record of Lewis Ludwig; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 10438) for the relief of
Philip A. Hertz; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HAMILL: A bill (H. R. 10439) granting a pension
to Alicia J. Flynn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 10440) granting an increase
of pension to Francis M. Harlan; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10441) for the relief of T, M. Marsh; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HELVERING: A bill (H. R. 10442) granting an in-
crease of pension to Jane Shaw; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10443) granting an increase of pension to
James W. Campbell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 10444) granting
an increase of pension to Margaret B. Kerr; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

LIII 112

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. RR. 10445) granting an increase
of pension to Matilda C. Boulden; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. IGOE: A bill (H. R. 10446) to restore the name of
Mvs. C. A, Bennett to the pension roll; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 10447) granting a pension to
Alice A. Masters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LANGLEY : A bill (H. R. 10448) granting an increase
on pelnsion to Mary H. Atkinson; to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10449) granting a pension to Allen E,
Gabbard; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10450) granting an inerease of pension to
Mourning Sizemore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10451) granting an increase of pension to
Emeline Senters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10452) granting an increase of pension to
Mary A. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE~ A bill (H. R. 10453) granting an in-
crease of pension to Spencer Philipps; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10454) granting an increase of pension to
Charles T, Howard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 10455) granting a pension to
Mary P. E. Hale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McKENZIE: A bill (H. R. 10456) granting a pension
t? Emma J. De Yoe Bassett; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 10457) granting an increase
of pension to Edwin Freeman: to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. OGLESBY: A bill (H. R. 10458) granting a pension
to William A. M. Streeter, alians Henry Stanley; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RAGSDALE: A bill (H. R. 10459) to carry into effect
the findings of the Court of Claims in the claim of Beaverdam
Baptist Church, Marlboro County, S. C.; to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. REILLY : A bill (H. R. 10460) granting a pension to
Sarah J. Challoner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10461) to remove the charge of desertion
against Joseph Scharbonaugh; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. RR. 10462) granting a pension
to Henry Padoult; to the Commitiee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10463) for the relief of Clarence F. Bir-
kett; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr, RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 10464) granting a pension to
Julia A. Dugan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10465) granting an increase of pension to
William H. Surridge; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10466) granting an increase of pension to
Martin V. Trapp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10467) granting an increase of pension to
Orlando D. Rowe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10468) granting a pension to Augustus
Thompson ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10469) granting a pension to George M.
Laquey; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10470) for the relief of Michael Feeler; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10471) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Izra A. Bristol; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10472) granting an increase of pension to
Amanda M. Eaton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10473) granting a pension to Cab Acuff; to
the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10474) for the relief of Andrew J. Sutton,
alins Sedney; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10475) granting an increase of pension to
Gambrielln Ware; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions:

By Mr. SHOUSE: A bill (H. R. 10476) granting an inerease
of pension to Martha E. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. BR. 10477) granting an
increase of pension to Thomas Donohoe; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STEELE of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10478) granting a
pension to Carrie H. Moffatt; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. TAGUE: A bill (H. R. 10479) granting a pensiop to
George G. Spurr, jr.; fo the Committee on Pensions.
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By Mr. VAN DYKE: A bill (H. R. 10480) granting a pension
to Gertrude H. Bird ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10481) granting a pension to Anna Wehle;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. THOMAS 8. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 10482) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Abel Longworth; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10483) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph Fields; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Tnder clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on thie Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of Woman's Chris-
tian Temperance Union of St. Louis, urging the adoption of
national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also (by request), memorial of Sacramento Chamber of
Commerce, urging that the railway mail pay controversy be
referred to the Interstate Commerce Commission; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also (by request), memorial of Travelers' Protective Asso-
ciation, indorsing the Stevens bill; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. ALLEN: Petitions of John Schaab and 450,000 other
citizens of Cinecinnati, Ohio, favoring embargo on munitions of
war; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of Cineinnati, Ohio, protest-
ing against increase of tax on beer, ete.; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Evidence to accompany the bill (H. R.
9144) for relief of John Irvin; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 10321, for relief of
John R. Tallentire; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of Better Sox EKnitting Mills, of
Fort Atkinson, Wis., favoring tax on dyestuffs; to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of directors of Fox Lake Public Library and
members of Randolph (Wis.) Public Library, protesting against
the Ayres bill (H. R. 4715) ; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of depositors in banks of Kan-
sas, against revenue stamps on bank checks; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CHARLES: Petitions of Hon. John K. Stewart, of
Amsterdam, and United States Silk Co., of Gloversville, N. Y.,
favoring tax on dyestuffs; to the Gommlttee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. CURRY: Resolutions by the Church Federation of
Sacramento, Cal., favoring bills creating a national play bureau
and approprlation for its maintenance, and creating the Grand
Canyon, Mount Baker, and Sequoia National Parks; to the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands.

Also, resolutions by the Society of the Sons of the Revolution,
in the State of California, favoring the development of a prac-
tieable system of national preparedness against war and a sys-
tem of military training for all able-bodied male pupils under
the age of 18 years in our public schools; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. DALE of Vermont: Petition of Fitzgerald (Vt.) Paper
Co., favoring tax on dyestuffs; to the Committee on Ways and
Means,

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Sacramento, Cal.,
relative to railway-mail pay; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

.Also, petition of Ancient Order of Hibernians in America,
relative to erection of statue to nuns on battlefield ; to the Com-
mittee on the Library.

Also, petition of Edgar F. Luckenbach, of New York, relative
to bill to amend section 4444, United States Revised Statutes,
relating to regulation of steam vessels; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Kings County (N. ¥.) Pharmaceutical So-
ciety, favoring passage of the Stevens bill; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Join-
ers of America, Kingston (N. Y.) Loeal, No. 251, favoring pas-
sage of workmen's compensation bill (H R. 473) to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of United Spanish War Veterans, favoring pre-
paredness; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. DEWALT: Petitions of Mohnton Knitting Mill, Allen-
town Silk Co., James H, Wagner Co., Stony Creek Mills, Louis

Kraemer & Co., all of Pennsylvania, favoring tax on dyestuff;
to the Committee on Wos and Means.

By Mr. DYER: Mea;nuriul of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 44, of
St. Louis, in favor of the Keating-Owen bill; to the Committee
on Labor.

Also, memorial of William McKinley Camp, No. 33, of West
Hoboken, N. J., in favor of House bill 54; to the Committee on
Pensions,

Also, memorial of United Brotherhood of Carpenters and
Joiners, Kingston Local, No. 251, favoring the workingmen's
compensation bill—H. R. 476; to the Committee on Laber.

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Sacramento;
Cal,, favoring submitting the question of railway mail pay to
the Interstate Commerce Commission for investigation and re-
%ortdto Congress ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post

oads.

Also, memorial of United Spanish War Veterans, favoring
preparedness; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, memorial of Corporal Willlam White Camp, No. 4, of
Denver, Colo., in favor of House bill 54; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. EAGAN: Petition' of Chamber of Commerce, Sacra-
mento, Cal., relative to railway mail pay; to the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of American Association for Labor Legislation,
New York, favoring House bill 476, workmen’s bill; to the Coms-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Travelers’ Protectlve Association, favoring
passage of the Stevens bill; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. EMERSON: Petition of grape growers of twenty-
second district of Ohio, against the Overmyer bill; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Mr. ESCH : Petition of United Spanish War Veterans, St.
Louis, Mo., favoring preparedness; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce, Sacramento, Cal.,
relative to railway malil pay; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. FARR': Petition of Miss F. Roos, corresponding secre-
tary of the City Improvement'Association, favoring theenactment
of the Keating-Owen child-labor bill ; to the Committee on Labor,

Also, petition of Mrs. R. P. Gleason, president of Century
Club, Seranton, Pa., favoring child-labor bill; to the Committee
on Labor.

Also, petitions of N. K. Younis, M. E. Comerford, L. A. De
Groff, and L. A, Larrell, of Scranton, Pa., against censorship
of motion-picture films; to the Committee on Education.

By Mr. FLYNN: Memorial of Travelers’ Protective Associa-
tion of America, favoring the Stevens bill; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of United Spanish War Veterans, tavoring pre-
paredness ; to the Committee on Military Affnirs.

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Sacramento, Cal.,
relative to railwway mail pay ; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

Also, petition of Central Union Labor Council of Greater
New York, favoring passage of House bill 6871, relative to
convict-labor goods; to the Committee on Labor..

Also, petition of independent retail merchants of Kings
County, in favor of the Stevens bill; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Edgar F. Luckenbach, of New York, favoring
bill for regulation of steam vessels; to the Comimittee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Department of Betterment, of Brooklyn
Burean of Charities, favoring passage of House bill 476, work-
men’s compensation law; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Woman's Republican Club of New York,
favoring Burnett immigration bill; to the Committee on Immi-
gration and Naturalization.

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition. of women of Seventy-six
Chapter, Daughters of American Revolution, favoring prepared-
ness ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of the Theatrical Protective Unlon of New York,
protesting against tax on theaters; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of Hins & Frond Co., favoring tax on dyest::iTs;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of piano manufacturers of New York, favoring
passage of the Stevens bill; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, memorial of Pacific Fisheries Society, of Portland, Oreg.
relative to appropriation for commercial fisheries of the Pacitic
coast ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries,



1916.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

1779

By Mr. FULLER : Petition of citizens of Ransom, Ill, favor-
ing tax on mail-order houses; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of Free Methodist Church, Belvidere, Ill., fa-
voring national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. FARR: Petition of sundry citizens of Scranton, Pa.,
against Burnett immigration bill; to the Committee on Immi-
gration and Naturalization.

By Mr. GALLIVAN : Petition of Association of Hastern For-
esters, favoring reenactment of the Weeks law relative to
forests of New England ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of Ladies’ Auxiliary Ancient Order of Hiber-
nians of America, >»f Holyoke and Revere, Mass, relative to
erection of monument in memory of the nuns of the battle field;
to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. GARRETT: Petition of 25 people of Kenton County,
Tenn., for national constitutional prohibition amendment; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Methodist Episcopal Church of Kenton,
Tenn., for national constitutional prohibition amendment; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of citizens of the State of Tennessee, favoring
enactment of a law prohibiting the sale of whisky in the Dis-
trict of Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. GORDON: Memorial of J. R. Johnson, protesting
against censorship of motion-picture films; to the Committee on
Education.

By Mr. GREENE of Vermont: Petition of Bennington Hosiery
ﬁo.. favoring tax on dyestuffs; to the Committee on Ways and

eans.

By Mr. HASTINGS : Petition of Western Implement, Vehicle &
Hardware Association, relative to sisal fiber output in Yucatan;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. HAY : Petitions of 538 people of Dayton, Va., favoring
national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HAYES : Memorial ,of Santa Cruz Chamber of Com-
merce, for an emergency appropriation for construction of Gov-
etgnment railroad in Alaska; to the Committee on the Terri-

ries.

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Santa Cruz, rela-
tive to congestion of freight at ocean docks; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. .

By Mr. HOWELL: Papers to accompany bill for relief of
Matilda C. Boulden ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. IGOE: Memorial of Robert Lansing, St. Louis Chap-
ter, American Institute of Architects, protesting against House
bill 743; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Petitions of John O.
Feeney, of Providence; and Hope Council, No. 398, Knights of
Columbus, favoring passage of House bill 4699, to make October
12 of each year a legal holiday in the District of Columbia; to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Also, petition of Universal Winding Co., protesting against
Dietrick amendment to the Army appropriation bill ; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KINKAID: Petition of citizens of Comstock, Nebr,,
favoring House joint resolution for congress of neutral nations
to promote peace; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petitions of citizens of Boelus and St. Libory, Nebr.,
against preparedness; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of United Spanish War Veterans,
favoring preparedness ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petitions of Watertown Chamber of Commerce and
Chamber of Commerce of Sacramento, Cal., relative to railway
mail pay; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. LOUD: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of
Charles W. Van Valkenburg; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. McKENZIE: Petitions of 350 people of Polo, IIL,
favoring national prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MILLER of Delaware : Memorial of board of directors
of the Chamber of Commerce of Wilmington, Del.,, favoring
passage of House bill 9673, relative to compulsory pilotage of
barges ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. MORIN (by request) : Memorial of McFarland Lumber
Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., and Howard L. Neff, of Philadelphia,
in favor of the Small bill in reference to pilotage of barges; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also (by request), memorial of James H. Martin and H. C.
Deasdorf, of Pittsburgh, against preparedness; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

Also (by request), memorial of Edward A. Pumely, of New
York, favoring a change of international law in reference to
freedom of the seas; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

Also (by request), memorial of United Spanish War Veterans,
of 8t. Louis, favoring preparedness; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

Also (by request), memorial of Joseph P. Byers, of Philadel-
phia, favoring establishment of a home for feeble-minded per-
sons in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

Also (by request), memorlal of Travelers’ Protective Associa-
tion, of Omaha, Nebr., and American Fair Trade League, in favor
00% the Stevens bill ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign

mmerce,

Also (by request), memorial of John B. Andrews, A. A. for
Ici. L., in favor of House bill 476; to the Commiitee on the Judi-

ary.

Also (by request), memorial of National Pipe and Supplies
Association, in favor of the Stevens bill; to the Committee on
Interstate and Ioreign Commerce.

Also, memorinl of Pennsylvania Association Opposed to Woman
Suffrage; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also (by request), memorial of J. W. Brooker, in favor of
changing the pension laws; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also (by request), memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Sac-
ramento, Cal, in favor of submitting the railway mail pay con-
troversy to the Interstate Commerce Commission; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. \

By Mr. PRATT : Petition of 75 people of the First Methodist
Episcopal Church of Painted Post, N. Y., favoring national con-
stitutional prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of 50 people of the First Baptist Church of
Painted Post, N. Y., favoring national constitutional prohibition ;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ROWE: Petition of Stockton Chamber of Commerce,
relative to railway mall pay; to the Commitiee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of Henry Street Settlement, New York, favoring
the child-labor bill ; to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. SANFORD : Papers to accompany House bill 10195,
granting an increase of pension to Merritt D. En Earl; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. SCULLY : Memorial of J. H. Layton, Asbury Park;
M. L. Pyle, Bradley Beach; P. M. Tague, Asbury Park; L. T.
Bennett, Jamesburg; and W. M. Appleby & Son, Old Bridge,
all in the State of New Jersey, favoring Stevens-Ayres bill; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Richard J. Gmen, Long Branch, N. J, favor-
ing resolution ordering embargo upon further shipments of war
material ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. SNELL: Petition of Mrs. W. F. Roberts, Mrs. W. H.
Harrington, Mrs. Ella McCay, Mrs., Clara M. Wilson, Mrs.
Mabel Brannock, Mrs. Annie Jenking, Mrs. E. B. Hay, Mrs. AL
Trimble, Mrs. M. E. Taylor, Lottie Allen, Miss Eveline Delamet-
ter, Mrs. R. M. Hinckley, all of Saranac Lake, N. Y., in behalf
of the Woman's Christinn Temperance Union, favoring censor-
ship of motion pictures; to the Committee on Education.

By Mr. SNYDER: Petitions of Woman’s Christian Temper-
ance Association, in Rome and Westmoreland, N. Y., favoring
national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. STEELE of Iowa: Petition of 502 people of Storm
Lake, Iowa, for a national constitutional prohibition amend-
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. -

By Mr. STINESS: Memorial of New England Shoe and
Leather Association, favoring a nonpartisan tariff commis-
sion; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Hope Council, No. 398, Knights of Columbus,
of Providence, R. L., favoring the bill making Columbus Day a
legal holiday in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on
the District of Columbia.

Also, petition of United Spanish War Veterans, favoring na-
tional preparedness and an adequate national defense; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of Universal Winding Co., of Providence, R. I.,
protesting against abolishing the Taylor system in Government
establishments; to the Committee on Labor.

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Providence, R. I.,
favoring extension of the appropriation to continue the purchase
of Tederal forest reserves in New England; to the Committee
on Agriculture.

By Mr. STEENERSON : Petition of citizens of Minnesota, fa-
voring House joint resolution 81, for embargo on munitions of
war; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petitions of sundry citi-
zens of Pasadena, Los Angeles, and Intercollegiate Socialist
Society of Los Angeles, Cal., against preparedness; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.
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Also, petition of Stockton -(Cal.) -Chamberof Commerce, rela-

tive to railway-mail pay; to fhe Committee .on ihe Post Office
and Post Roads. g

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce and Gommercial
Club.of Oakland, Cal., favoring appropriation for two new wves-
sels, for carrying .on work -of surveying Pacific eoast; ;to the
Committee on Appropriations.

Also, petition of Pauline .Ames, of Pasadena, Cal, favoring
nntional prohibition; to the Committee on the I

By Mr. TINEHAM : Petition of Christopher T. .Bweeney, of | be

‘Boston, Mass., asking for the impeachment ‘of Judge George A.
Carpenter, of the United States district court of northern TIli-
Tnois, eastern division; to the ‘Committee on the Ju z

"By Air. YOUNG of North Dakota: Petition of Rev. 'W. C.
Lyon and others, of Valley City, N. Dak., favoring national pro-
Thibition ; to the Commitiee on the Judiciary.

SENATE.
Moxvay, January 31, 1916,

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D,, offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, millions of hearts turn to Thee day by day in
the confident expectation that Thou wilt keep .our Nation in
safety and in peace. "We thank Thee that the heart of the people
still beats true to.its ancient ideals. "We thank Thee for the
moral heroism of the people that answer to the challenge of
spiritual supremacy. We pray that we may still keep frueé to
those great spiritual revelations that Thou hast made to men
and understand that the highest honor lies in the higher realm
of life. Do Thou guide us this day and keep us true to the
precepts of Thy word. For Christ's sake. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and
approved.

REPORT OF GEORGETOWN GAS LIGHT 'CO. ‘(8. DOC. NO. 266).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re-
port of the Georgetown Gas Light Co. for the year ended De-
cember 31, 1915, which was referred to the Committee on ‘the
Distriet of Columbia and ordered to be printed.

‘EAST WASHINGTON HEIGHTS TRACTION CO. (8. DOC. NO. 26T).

The VICE PRESIDENT 1laid before the Senate the anmual re-
port of the East Washington Heights Traction Railroad Co. for
the year ended December 31, 1915, which was referred to the
Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives by J.C. South,
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill
(H. . 10037) granting pensions and increase of pensions to eer-
tain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows
and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said wwar, in
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

The message also anmounced that the House had agreed to a

concurrent resolution providing for ‘the printing or ‘the reports
of the Alaskan Engineering Commission, in two volumes, for the
period from March 12, 1914, to December 81, 1915, inclusive, €tc.,
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

The message Turther announced that the House had agreed to
a econcurrent resolution providing for the printing and binding
of 10,000 copies of the report of the medico-military aspects of the
Turopean war, by Surg. A. M. Fauntleroy, United States Navy,
ete,, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate,

The message also announced that the House had agreed toa

concurrent resolution providing for the printing and binding of
100,000 copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of the Horse,

ete., in whieh it requested the concurrence of the Senate.
The message further announced that the House had to
a concurrent resolution providing for the printing and binding of
100,000 copies of the special report on the diseases of cattle,
ete., in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.
; ‘PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
a memorial to the Congress of the United States from the
Corhy Co., a yeast manufactory in the District of Columbia.
The Chair is in doubt as to the proper disposition of the
wmemorial and will therefore order it to lie on the table.

Alr. WORKS. I have a telegram from William Bayard Hale,
«f New York, which T ask may be printed in the Recorp and re-
ferrved to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

. | Tesources

There being no .objection, the telegram was referred to :the
*Commiftee .on Foreign Relations .and ordered to be printed in
the Recorp, as follows:

[Telegram,]
New X i g
tor “Wosns ORK, January 80, 1916

Bellerue Hﬂa, Washington, D. O.:
nn}rf d‘l::e ‘Pren:iclenil:l ‘does mot bk?nw,fn:ﬁ he declared at (l?e“tﬂ:ndﬁlck o
¥, Yes, or hour, may bring fo can
ns action ~to for -erisis?

First step would nacemru
tion .and wlr supplies at home, dvl

If peril of whi
‘I.I:le Presi ent warns country from direction of Englnmd or Ja
criminally foolish to .continue ship unition ' to
It :tt is from Germany that peril - thre-s.tm, t would ‘be :absolutely
averted if exportation of ammuntion to Germany enemles were sto o
In -either case, therefore, our own safety nnd best interests demand
-immediate embargo on ammunition, If the President feels erisis so im-
minent as to necessitate dramatic appeal to the people, does it not lie
upon Congress to take instant aetinn to conserve the Natlon's military
forbidding exportation
WILLIAM BavanDp HALE
s8¢ Tiverside Drive.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. ‘I present a resolution adopted by

| the House of Delegates of the General Assembly of the State uf

Maryland, which I ask may be read.

There being no objection, the resolution was read and referred
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, as follows:
Whereas the Congrus of ‘the United Btates is enga in the discuos-

ision 'of ways :and means necessary lace -an eep the United
?hmten "ifi A.meﬂm dn -its proper pasltlonpamong the ﬁrat powers of
e ‘Wwor and
Whereas the )én%ag‘e of H. R. 7617 of the House of Representatives of
the United mtas. ‘herelnafter referred result in the construc-
tion of jone or more roads the State of land, much

post Mary

to the benefit of the citizens and taxpayers theréof : Therefore be it

Resolved by the members of the House of the General Assembly of
Maryland, That the United tes Senators and Members of Co
from ‘this State be, and are he_mhy. urged
cooperate in the passage by Congress of H., R. T617, known as the
rural post roads bill:

olved, Th:tthechlcfclerkotthishusebe uml heis
instructed ‘to send a of this resolution to -each

Senator and Member o! E Houe of. Beprenent:tives tmm th!s

her res
lslereby,

Btate,

Mr, MYERS. T present a petition signed by the teacher and
pupils of the Spring Hill School, Polson, Mont., for an appro-
priation of $1,000,000 for the Flathead reclamation project in
that State. T ask that the petition be printed in the Recomp,
together with the name of the teacher of the school, and that it
be referred to tife Committee on Indian Affairs,

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

To the President and Congress of the United States:

We the undersigned members of the Spring Hm Sehoolhonse do
ully petition the President and Congress of the United States
tlmt an approprmuon of at Jeast $1,000,000 be granteéd by this session
Congress for werk on the Fiathead irrigation project for the onsn-
{h It is'gquite essential that a substantial gg)mpdaﬂon be made
for this purpose so that the work may be expedited and an early com-
pletion of the project be assured.
We ‘most -earnestly urge 'that the settlers-and Indians holding land
under this project get the appropriation they are asking for.
Bespecttully suhmitted
Gurace Gaparp, Teacher :
{And many others).

Mr, GALLINGER presented the petition of Jeannette Mathew
Lord, of Hanover, N. H., praying for the enactment of legisla-
tion to ‘prohibit interstate commerce in the products of child
labor, which was referred to the Commitiee on Interstate Com-
merce.

He also presented the petition of E. E. Wells, of Lebanon
Springs, N. Y., praying for .a continuation of the appropria-
tions for the purchase of forest reserves in the Appalachian
Mountains, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry.

Mr. WADSWORTH presented a petition of Joseph Wild &
Co., of New York City, N. Y., and a petition of the Nassau Felt
M:ﬂ]s of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the imposition of a duty
on dyestnn!s which were ‘referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. SHIVELY presented a petition of 600 citizens of Elkhart,
Ind., and a petition of 400 citizens of Plainfield, Ind., praying
for national prohibition, which were referred to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Mr. TOWNSEND presented a petition of Kent Chapter, Michi-
gan Society Sons of the American Revolution, of Grand Rapids,
‘Mich., praying for an appropriation for the construction of a
national archives building in Wasghington, D. C., which wus
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,

He also presented a petition of Grand Traverse Grange, No.
879, Patrons of Husbandry, of Traverse City, Mich., praving
for the enactment of legislation to provide Governmen:® inspee-
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